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Decision No. _ £8CE7 @RMMN{}%&

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

-

In the Matter of the Application of )
CALIFORNIA MOTOR TRANSPORT CO., LTD.,)
for authority to operate via U. S. )
Highway-99 for the transportation of ) Application No. 30683
express traffic of CALIFORNIA MOTOR )
EXPRESS, LTD., between Los Angeles )
and Fresno. )

Douglas Brookman, for applicant.

William Meinhold, and E. L. H. Bissinger, for Southern
Pacific Company and Pacific Motor Trucking Company,
protestants. ‘

Robert W. Walker and John B. Kramer, by John B, Kramer
and F. A. Jacobus, for The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe
Railway Company and Santa Fe Transportation Company,
protestants.

Glanz & Russell, by Arthur Glanz, for Desert IExpress,
protestant.

Gordon, Knapp & Hennessy, by Hugh Gordon, for Pacific
Freight Lines, Pacific Freight Lines Express, pro-
testants.

Raymond Tremaine, for Charles F. MacGregor, protaestant.

QPINION

In i1ts original application California Motor Transport
Co., Ltd., a highway common carrier, requested authority to
transport express traffic of -California Motor Express, Ltd., an
express corporation, between Los Angeles and Fresno, via U. S.
Highway No. 99 as an alternate route to its present circuitous

rougi)over U. S. Eighway No. 101 and State Route No. 41 via Paso

A public hearing thereon was held before IExaminer Hunter
at San Francisco on November 28, 1949, and before Examiner Paul at
Los Angeles on January 20, 1950, and the matter was submitted.

(1) The two corporations are owned and managed by the same interests.
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Thercafter the Commission issued its Decision No. L4905, dated
Octeber 10, 1950, setting aside submission znd reopening the procced-
.1ng for furthér hearing. Eleven days were devoted te the further
hearing before Examiner Paul at Los Angeles Auring November and
December, 1950, ané Jenuary ond March, 1951, and the matter wes -
rosubmitted on March 19, 1951, subjeet to the filing of concurrent

briefs which were received on April 19, 1951.

On December 29, 1950, éuring the course of the further
hearing, cpplicant filed an amendment to 1ts application te include
a request for an order cf thé Commission declaring that publie con-
venience ané necessity require that it be authorized, not only to
serve Fresno direetly over U. S. Highway NYo. 99, but zlsc to serve

Bakorsfield directly over the same highway instead of via Paso Robles

or Fresne, and similarly te serve zll other points in the Sen Joaquin J/‘

Vallcy which applicant is authorizeld to scerve.

while applicant has not sﬁecificaliy eliminated its original
request for authority to operate over the direct route (U.S. Highway
No. 99) between the Los angeles territory and Fresno as an "alternate
route”, we consﬁrue the application, in its amended form, as heing
a request for a highway common carrier certificate authordizing the
transportation of the express traffic of California Mbtor Express,
Ltd., over U, S. Highway No. 99 between the Los Angeles territory,
on the one hand, and, on the other hand, Fresno and Bzkersficld and
cther San Jecaquin Valley boints which abplicant is outhorized tc

(2)
serve.

(2) The Los Ahgeles tarritory, according to the omended application,
is.that torritery as defined in Decision No. %3030, in Appli-
cation No. 27910, which granted 2 certificate to applicant.
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Granting of applicant's original propesal was protested
by Southorn Paeific Company, Pacific Motor Trucking Company, The
Atchison, Topcka & Santa Fe Rallway Company, Santa Fe Transportation
Company, Pacific Freight Lincs, Pacific Frelght Lines Express,
Dosert Express, Valley Motor Lines and Valley Express. All of the
forecgoing carriers appeared as protestants at the further hearing
with the exception of Valley Motor Lines, Inc. and Valley ExpreSs
Co., which had waived their protests prior thereto. Charles F.
MacGregor, a highway common carricr, 2ppearced in protest to the

application during the further hearing but produced no evidence.

Before discussing the evidence adduced, a brief general
description of the operative rights of applicant and of California
Moter Express between the points and in the territory involved in

or dircetly affected by this proceeding will be given.

Applicant holds certificates authorizing it to transport
the.traffic of California Motor Express between San Francisco and
Qakland and Los Angecles over the ¢oast route (U. S. Eighway 101)
and over the valley route (U. S. Fighway 99). Access to the valley
rouse from 3an rroncisco is accomplished by diversion from the
coast route at Gilroy thcnec via State Route No. 152 (Pacheco Pass)
joining the valley route at Califa. These operative rights were
cstablished in 1930, 193% and 1935 and were limited to service
vbetwcen the termini only. Therecafter in‘Novcmber, 1944, applicant
was authorized to purchase highway common carrier opcrative rights
which extend along the coast route from San Francisco to dut not
including Santa Barbara, and contain certain restrictions and
linitations. San Luls QOblspo and Paso Robles are among the inter-

mediate points which may be sorved. These latter operative rights
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include authority to provide an on-call service detween points on

52 described routescxtending from the coast route area easterly
into the San Joaquin Valley as far as U. S. Highway 99 and beyond
that highway to Sanger, Visalia, Excter and Porterville. The
northerly and southerly termirni on the latter highway are Fresno
and Bakersfield, respectively. Thesc rights authorize service to
all points within ten miles laterclly of those 52 routes and ten
mlles beyond the termini of each route. A minimum truck load of
;000 pounds is required. (Decision No. 37472, dated November 9,
19%%, Application No. 24371, 45 C.R.C. 502). In December, 1948,
a certificate was issucd to applicant authorizing it to transport
express traffic of California Motor Express, Ltd., originating at
or destined to Los Angeles or points south and cast thereof, on the
one hand, and, on the other hand, 211 points north of San Luis
Obispo along Statc Route No. 1 and also along U. S. Highway No.
101 intermediate to San Francisco which applicant was authorized
to serve by virtue of the rights which it had acquired in 1944
above referred to. Thus applicant gained operative rights to
provide service for traffic of the express corporation between

San Francisco and Los Angeles, on the one hand, and, on the other

nanc, polnts in the San Joaquil Valley through the Paso Robles

gateway. In 1947, applicant recccived authority to transport
express traffic of California Motor Expross via Pachaco Pass and

U. 3. Highway 99 between San Francisco and Fresno and other San
Joaquin Valley points it had acquired the right to serve by szid
Decision No. 37472. (Decision No. LOW73, dated June 28; 19%7;
Application No., 27220, 47 Cal. P.U.C. 319). lLeter by Decision

No. 43262, issued August 28, 1949, in Application No._30295; '
appllicant wos granted a highway common carricr certificate author- .

izing service between Califa, Sacramento and intermediate points.
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Under this certificate, applicant is able to provide an overnight
service for express traffic of Californis Motor Express between
Los Angoles and authorized points north of Fresno along U. Se.

Highway 69 to and including Stockton send Sacramento.

The expross corporation operative rights of California
Motor Express, Ltd., involved hercin, sre prosceriptive rights. It
acquired them from Coast Line Expross, a corporation. (Decislon
No. 37475, Novembor 9, 19il, Application No. 24366, Caso No. L6OL;
h$ C.R.C. 519). Thesc rights werc cstadblished by E. L. MeConnol,
doing business as Coast Linc Express, as evidenced by his tariff
C-R.C. No. 1 filed with the Commission July 27, 1933, and booring
tho offoctive date July 29, 1933. This tariff showed local oxproess
ratos botween Los Angeles and Paso Robles. It also contained
basing oxpress rates boetweon Paso Robles, on the one hand, and
Frosno and other San Josquin Valloy points, on the other hand,
which wore used to construct through rates between Los Angoles eand
those San Josquin Valley points viz Paso Roblos. Rates botween
these points were continued Iin subsequent tariff filings by Coast
Lino Expross and its successors. Effective Juno 1, 1945, end
pursuant to the authority of Decision No. 37475, supra, California
Moto r Express, Ltd., upon acquisition of thesc oxpress rights,
adoptcd the oxpress tariff of Coast Line Zxpress, & corporation;

(Supploment No. 1 to C.R.C. No. 3).

The evidonces shows that Fresnois the central point for
the assembly and distribution of traffic originating at or destined
£0 points served by applicant and California MotorExpress in the
San Joaquin Valley north of Doiano. Traffic of the Bakorsfliold
aroa wihich includes points from Delano to Taft, McKittrick,
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Buttonwillow and other points in that area, is handled tarough
Bakersfield. All of this traffic originating §t or destined to
the Los Angeles territory prescntly moves over U. S. Highway

No. 101 through the Pasc Robles gateway. The traffic to be
distridbuted through Fresno and the less-truckload traffic destined

to the Bakersficld arca moves from Poso Robles over State Highway

No. 41 to Tresmo. The less-truckload traffic consigned to thc'

Bakersficld arca is consolidated at Fresno with other less-truckload
traffic from San Francisco Bay territory and other points north

of Fresno destined to the Bakersficld arca, and is tramsported via
U. S. Highway No. 99 from Fresno to Bakcrsficld for distridution.
Full truckloads moving from the Los Angeles territory to Bakersficld
or the Bakersficld arca move through the Paso Robles gateway thence )
along U. S. Highway No. %66 to Bekersfield.

Applicant's San Joaquin Valley manager testified that
trucks of applicant serving thosc points leave the Los Angeles
terminal of applicant from about 5 p.m. to & p.m. daily, cxcept
Saturdays, Sundays and holidays, and arrive the next morning at the
Fresno terminal of applicant from about § a.m. to about 8 .M,
ané at the Bakersficld terminal between the hours of about 5 a.m.
and 7 a.m. Some of this traffic moving from Los Angcles to Frcsno
is hauled for applicant by another cerricr under contract. This
traffic arrives at Fresno between the hours of 3 a.m. and 8 a.n.
The serviee is overnight and deliveries begin at about 8 a.m. and
are approximately 90 per cent completed by noontime. Approximately
30 senmi-trailer units and 22 tractors arc maintained at Fresmo for
pickup and delivery service., Nine of these units arc used for pick-
up and dolivcry_scrvice within the city. Nine pickup and delivery

wnits are maintained at the Bakersficld terminal, six of which

-Bm
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are uécd for such scrvice within the city and three for pickup and
delivery scrvice at outlying points oxtending from Delano to and
including Maricopa, Taft, McKittrick, Wasce, Shafter, Oildale and
other points in the Bakersficld area.

It was shown that the distance between Los Angeles and

Fresno via the present coast route through Paso Robles is 348
miles, while the distance between those peints over the dircet
route (U. 8. Highway No. 99) is 218 miles. Thus, & saving of 130
route miles and four hours of transit time could be accomplished by
operation over the direct routc. On the dasis of two round trips

a day between Los Angeles and éresno for an average of 22 opcrating
days cach month, use of the direct route would rcsult in monthly
savings of $2,377.76 or more than £28,000 annually. Thc evidence
shows thet notwithstanding the length of the coast route used,
applicant is able to provide an overnight service with early

morning deliveries at Fresnc and at Bakersfield.

During the veriod of five months, June to October, 1949,
ineclusive, applicant transported from Los Angeles to San Joaquin
Valley points, excluding points north of Fresno, 2 total of 25,838
shipments, having a total weight of more than 8,000,000 pounds.
The daily average rnumber of shipments during this period was 233,
having a combincd'weigh% of 72,507 pounds. The daily average
southbound movement for the same period, dbetween the same points,
was ninc saipments, having a gross welght of 6,718 pounds. These

tonnage movements were shown by Exhibit No. 2 to be as follows:
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From Los Angeles To
San Joaguin Valley Points

Operating Avg. Shpts. Avg. Welght

Mogﬁh Days Shipments Pounds Per Doy Per Day
1949

June 22 4,669 *,501 809 212 68,264
July 20 . » 317 6, 42 70 27
August 23 5,518 768 308 76 83
September 23 5,660 l 739 090 75 612
October 23 2, 1 632 589 78,982

Totals 111 25,888 8,048,338 72,507

From San Jeaquin Valley Points
to Los Angeles

1949

June - 22 163 75 192
July . 20 142 128 659
August 23 224 172, 228
September 23 218 160, , 490
October 23 230 209.069

Totals 111 977 745,648

On cross=-éxamination the Fresne arca manager of applicant
and of California Motor Exprcss testified, in substance, that
solicitation of express traffic betwecen Los Angeles and fhc Fresno=
Bokersficld arca now is and has been continuously conducted as leng
as he could recall. Another official of applicant and of California
Motor Express, on cross-cxamination, testified that the express
traffic moving from Los Angeles to San Jozquin Valley points has
shown a constant and gradval inereasc for some timo. Illustrative
of this, he pointed out that such traffic amounted to approximately
909,000 pounds and 7%2,000 pounds in the months of November and
December 1948, respectively, and 1,056,000 pounds during March 19%9.
The tohnages transported during the period June to October 1949,

inelusive, as shown by Exhibit No. 2, supra, on the average exceed

the March 1949 tonnage by approximetely 40 per cent according to
the latter witness.
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At the further hearing applicant introduced a summary
of intrastate shipments transported from the Los Angeles territory,
served by applicant, to points in the San Joaquin Valley during
the month of August, 1950 (Exhibit No. 5). This exhibit shows that
on 23 operating days during that month applicant transported 6,592
shipments, having a gross weight of 2,040,4%8% pounds, or an average
of 83 shipments per day and an average weight of 25,560 pounds.
The testimony 1s that about 29 per cent and 71 per cent,
respectively, of the shipments were consigned to the Bakersfield and
Fresno areas. A summary of this traffic is as follows: (Exhibit
No. 13)

Bakersfield Arca Fresno Area Totals
Shipvments Pounds Shipments Pounds Shipments Pounds

Totals 1,916 587,887 4,676 1,452,597 6,592 2,040,%8k

Daily
Averages 83 25,560 203 63,156 286 88,716

Shipments Per Cent Weight Per Cent

Bakersfield Area 1,916 29.06% 587,887 28.81%
Fresno Area 4,676 70.94% 1,452 71.29%

Totals 6,592 100 % 2,040,48% 100 %

According to the testimony of the witness for applicant, south=-
bound traffic from San Joaquin Valley points involved to the Los
Angeles territory during the month of August 1950, amounted to 254
shipments having a total weight of £0,317 pounds.

Exhibits Nos. 7 and 8§ indicate that of the 467 shipments
and 250 shipments destined to rresno and Bakersfield, respectiﬁely,
during the week of August 21 to 25, 1950, inclusive, 98 per cent
recelved overnight service. According to the testimony, fallure to
provide next-day delivery for most of the remainder of those

shipments was through no fault of applicant. According to the

-
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testimony of applicant's witness, the ave&age number of shipments
per day during the month of August 1950 was 1l2 per cent greater _
than in November 1948, and 20 per cent more than the average ship-
ments per day during August 19%9. The average pounds per day during
August 1950 was 105 per cent greater than during November 1948,
and 16 per cent more than during August 194S. '

At Los Angeles applicant called 35 shipper witnesses

who testiffed with respect to their transportation needs, Thirty

of these witnessces represented firms estadblished at Los Angeles.
0f the remainder, one shipped from Whittier, two from Pasadena,
one from Glendale and one from Inglewood.

The commodities shipped by the firms represented by
these witnesses were the uwsual commodities of a general natggg.

Some of the witnesses used applicant's service from
origin points to only one or two destination points. QOthers made
shipments to a number of points served by apwvlicant in the San
Joaquin Valley, and still others made frequent shipvments %o
practically all points served by applicant in the San Joaguin
Valley area from Fresno and Coalinge on the north to Bakersfield
and Westside oil field points on the south. The frequency of the
shipments varied from one or two a week in some cases to daily
shipments in others. The welights of the shipments varied from a
nominal minimum to several thousand pounds, depending upon the
character and type of the commodities shipped. A characteristic
note of all this testimony was that the service provided by appli-

cant is essential to the transportetion needs of the witnesses

and that they desire its continueance. Many of the witnesses

stressed the satlsfactory character of applicant's service,

(32) The commedities consisted of so0ap, cleaning compounds, candy,
electrical supplies, clothing, shoes, plumbing supplics, paints,
drugs, pharmaccuticals, cash registers, insccticides, general
hardware, industrial lighting supplies, athletic goods, plastic
articles, floor coverings, auto parts, drafting and enginecring
supplies and other commoditiecs. A few of these commodities
were of a perishable naturc which require expeditious nandling.

w10~




cspecially in the matter of pickup service. Some witnesses pointed
- out that while applicant gave a regular dally plckup service, they
wonld be accorded an additional pickup when requested, which they _
asserte? was valuable to them end could not be obtained so well from v//
many of the other carriers used. -
Mest of the witnesses sfated that ;he next-day delivery

service a2t Szn Jeoaquin Valley points preovided by applicant for them

was éssentisl to their tra55portaticn‘needs, while some were satisfied
with delivery on the second day. Some of the witnesses would use

no other carrier to peints served by apylicant, while others used a
number of carriers to San Joaquin Valley points. on cross-cxamination,
éost of the witnesses stated that taking the transportation facilities

of all carricrs as a whole botween the Los Angeles area andé the San
Joaquin Valley points involved, theair present transportation needs

are adequately fulfillec.

Pacific Froight Lines provides a highway common carrier
serviece in genercl between the Los Angeles area and other points in
Scuthern Califernia, ant gs far north as San Francisco and Sacramento,
operating over doth U. S. Highways 99 and 101. Pacifié Freight
Line's subsidiary, Pocific Frelight Lines Express, serves common
points with Pacific Freight Lines from San Luls Obispo and Fresno on
the nerth to the Moxican border on the scuth. The Santa Fe
Transportation Company is a wholly owned subsidiary of The Atchiscn,
Topeka & Sonta Fe Reillway Company. It provides a highway common

carrior .service between Santa Fe rail peints in gencral from San

Froncisco on the nerth through the San the San Joaguin Valley to

Los Angeles territory and other points not invelved herein.
Southern Pacific Company operates o freight train between Los

Angeles, Bakersfield and Fresnc called the "Velley Merchandiser',.
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which in conjunction with Southern Pacific's affiliate, Pacific
 Motor Trucking Company, provides service between the Los Angeles
area and all the principal and many other San Joagquin Valley
points served by applicant. Valley Motor Lines, & highway
common carrier, with its affiliate, Valley BExpress Co., serves
between Fresno and an area on the west side of the San Joaquiﬁ
Valley, inecluding Raisin City, Lemoore, Hgnford, Avenal a?ﬁ)COrcoran,
on the one hand, and the Los Angeles area, on the other hand.
Desert Express provides a highway common carrier service between
Los Angeles and Bakersfield via Mbjéve and is also authorized to
use U. S. Highway 99 between Los Angeles and Bakersfield as an
alternate route. The operative right of Desert Express over U. S.
Highway 99 is subject to a condition, aﬁong others, that such
route may be used only to transport consolidated truck loads of

net less than 16,000 pounds for each truck or unit used.

Officials of the foregoing protestants testified with
respect to the facllities and service rendered by them. It was
shown that these carriers have ample equipment to meet all demands
upen them for transportation service and none of them is receiving
sufficient traffic to make full use of such equipment. A witness
testified that Pacific Freight Lines has sufficient unused equip-
ment to transport from 100 to 250 more tons of freight a day than

is now offered for transportation between the points involved.

The pickup and delivery service afforded by the

protestants and the facilities used were described in detail. The

(%) No further reference will be made to the service and facilities
of Valley Motor Lines and Valley Express Co. as they waived
protest to the application at the further hearing.
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testimony indicates that each of these carriers is now providing an
overnicght service dhetween Les angeles and the San Joaquin Valley
points involved which they serve with next-day early deliveries,

most cf which are completed before nonn time.

The protesting carriers celled 26 public witnesses repre-
senting business concerns in the Les Angeles area. They testi-
fied concerning their transpertaticn needs and the service which
they are now receiving with respect to shipments between the
Les Ahgeles arca and points in the San Jeagulin Velley involved in
this proceeding. This testimony ccncerned the cemmodities handled,
size, froquency ancd velume of shipments. All of them testified,
in substance, thet they had used the transpcrt#tion facilities of
one or more ¢f the protestants; that they had found EEEB service v/
satisfactory and adequate to meet thoir needs; and that they have
no nead fer any new or additional common carrier service to ful-
£ill their transpeortation requirements for shipments moving between
the Los fnznles territory and peints in the Son Joaguin Valley.
They stated, however, that they were ngt opposing the application
ant did not nbjeet to an improvemant of service between those
peints, including that of apnlicant and cther carriers. & stipula-
tion was entered into betwesn the partises that if a hearing were
had at Bekersfield, Pacific Freight Lines would produce 15 shipper
witnesses, Scuthern Pacific e2nd Pacific Metor Trucking Company
wovld produce six shipper witnesses, and Santa Fe Transportation
Company would produce ten shipner witnesses whe would testify
that from the respective carriers which they use they are
recciving an overnight service on shipments from Los lngeles

with next-morning delivery at Bakersficld; that the service ren=-

dered by said cerriers te¢ those shippers is ontirely adequate
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and fully satisfies their transportation requirements, including
pickup and delivery service, and that said witnesses do not

require any other or additional common carrier scrvice.

Protestants contend that equipment operated for applicant
on a lease basis between Los Angeles, Fresno and Bakersfield in
mOSt cases operated over the direct route, U. S. Highway No. 99,'
instead of over the regular routc via Paso Robles. Such contention
is based upon a road survey conducted by protestants at 2 point
about 19 miles cast of Paso Robles on State Route No. 41 and U. S.
Highway No. 466 during the peried November 15, 1950, to Novembder 21,
1950, inclusive (Exhibit No. 19). 1In refutation of protestants’
showing in that regard, applicant produced most of the drivers of
that cquipment as well as drivers employcd by applicant on that run,
all of whonm stated that with one exception they always onerated
over the regular route, viz Paso Robles. The only cxception was
during the period about November 21, 1950, whon flood conditions
existed on Statc Route No. %1 between Fresno and Paso Robles when
trips were made on certain days over U. S. Highway No. 99 under
direction of applicant's manager. In view of that testimony and
certain discrepancics shown to exist in the exhibit roferred to;

we find that this contention by protestants is not supportcd by the

rocord.

Protestants took the position that under the application

as amended, applicant is now secking authority to operate over

U. S. Highway No. 99 under two theorics, viz.: (1) an alternate
route theory based upon operating cconomies to be effected by use
of the dircet route, and (2) the conventional theory of public

convenicnee and ncecssity supported by public witne#s testimony and
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other cvidence. As above noted'thc‘Commission is construing the
application with the amendment thereto as being a request for 2
certificate over the direct route, V. S. Highway No. 99. The
evidence adduced in support of applicant's requost for authority
o operate over that hignway as an alternate route will be

considered only in conneetion with its request for a certificate.

Protestants further contend that applicant failed to show
that its present operations over the circuitous route are or can
be made profitable and in faet have deen unprofitable; that the

operation over the circuitous route cannot be conducted on an

cqually competitive basis with those of the carricrs using the

shorter route via U. S. Highway No. 99, and that the testimony
of witnesses of applicant to the e¢ffect that they are satisfied
with the present service falls short of establishing that the

existing carriers cannot provide 2 rcasonable and adequate service.

In support of protestants' contention that apﬁlicant's
present operations via Paso Robles were unprofitaﬁle, certaln
computations were made. Thesc were based upon Exhibits Nos. 17 and
18, to which were applicd applicant's system-wide cost without
conslderation of the fact that the trucks operated between Los
Angeles and the other points involved handled some traffic which
was discharged at San Luls Obispo. Exhibits of applicant indicate
that traffic transported between lLos Angeles and Bakersfield
produced revenue of approximately two dollars per ton in excess of
the system cost per ton (Exhidbits Nos. 17 and 18). Protostants!
conteontion that this segment of applicant's operation is
unprofitable has not been sustained. Exhibit No. 14+ of applicant
shows that for the nine months period ending September 30; 1950,

~15-




1t had a net opersting income of $49,296 after provision for

income taxes. The operating retio for the period was 96 per cent.

The record shows that applican®t has been .serving all of
the points involved herein over g circuitous route for whilch it
seeks a cortificate to operate over a direct route. It further

shows that the amount of traffic handled by applicant has gradually

inereased until it has reached a very substantisl volume. From

the point of view of shippers using that service it must Dbe
considered of the same kind as that performed by protosting
carriers. The rates charged by epplicant aroc not different and
many elements of the service i1t affords distinguish 1ts service
from that rendercd by others. The evidence does not show that
applicant!s costs of handling tho treffic Involved were In excess
of the revenus derived therefrom. One of the outstanding features
of this proceeding is that effective competition already lawfully
exists between the spplicant and the other carrliers. This coupled
with & full consideration of all the evidence of record and the
arguments contained in the briofs of tho partles leads to tho
conclusion and we so Lind that public convenlence and necossity
roquire that & certificate of public convenlence and necossity

bo granted to epplicant authorizing opcration over U. S. Highway
No. 99 botween tho Los Angeles srea and points in the San Joaquin
Valloy prosently served by it. Therefere, tho application will bo

granted.
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An application therefor having been filed, a publie
hearing having been held thercon, the matter submitted, the
Commission being fully advised in the premiscs and based upon the
conclusions and findings in the foregoing opinion,

IT IS ORDERED: _

(1) That a certificate of public convenicence and
necessity is hercby granted to California Motbr Transport Co. Ltd.,
authorizing operation as a highway common carrier, as defined in
Section 2-3/% of the Public Utilities Act, for the transpertation
of traffic of the California Motor Express, Ltd., an cxpress
corporation, as defined in Scetion 2(k) of the Public Utilities
Act, between the Los Angeles territory defined in Decision No.
h3030, on the onc hand, and, on the other hand, Bakersfield and
Fresno and other points served by applicant in the San Joaquin
Valley which it acquired the right to scrve by Deeision No. 37472,
in Application No. 24371.

(2) That in providing service pursuaht to the certificate

herein granted, applicant shall comply with and observe the

following service regulations:

2., Within thirty (30) days after the effcetive date

hereof, applicant shall file a written acceptance
of the certificate herein granted.

Within sixty (60) days after the cffeetive date
hercof, and on not less than five (5) days'

notlice to the Commission and the public, applicant
shall establish the service horein authorized and
comply with the provisicns of Gereral Crder No. 80
and Part IV of General Order No. 93-A, by filing
in triplicate, and concurrently making effective,
appropriate tariffs and timec tables.
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The cffective date of this order shall be twenty (20)

days after the date hercof.

jifod atgﬁégéﬁﬁ;Zi;a&AZ/ZgQ§¢CAliforn1a, this _ 2L

day of __/ xZ/Zizzifgxigﬂ* y 1951.

COMMISSIONERSN




