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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITTZES COMMISSION OF THE STATE CF CALIFPORNIA

In tho Matter of the Applicntion of
WESTERN TRUCK LINZES, ILID.. for a
cortificate of public convenience
and. neceasity to opoerate motor trucks
for the transportation of proporty
boetween points and places in the Los
Angeles Territory, on tho one hang,
and Sacramento, Stockton, Modesto,
and Fresno, Californla, and points
and places within 5 miles thereof,
and all Iintermediate points on

U. 8. Highway 99 and S miles on
elther side ¢f the highway betwoen
Sacramento and Fresno, on the other
hand - . )
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Lloyd R. Guerra for applican®. Josaph C. Gill, Gordon
Kaop» and GLll, for racific Freight Lines, Paciiic Freizht Lines
Zxpress, California Motor Transport Co., Ltd., Californie Motor
Express, Ltd., Senta Fo Transportation Company, and The Atchisen,
Topoka & Saata Fe Rallway Company; E. L. K. Bissinger, Johna H.
Gordon, William Meinhold, Frederick E. Fuhrman and Walt A. Steiger,
Tor Southern Pacilic Company, Paciiic Motor Trucking Company and
Pacific Electric Railway Compeny: H. J. Bischorf, for Southern - -
California FTreight Lines and Southern Callfornis Freight For-
warders; Douslas Broolman, for Californla Motor Express, Ltd. and
California MNotor uransport Co., Ltd.; . A. Millen for Valley
IxXpross Company and Valley Motor Lines, lnc.; and Orville A.
Schulenberg, for Kings County Truck Lines and Moser Frozen Food
rrelight Lines, protestants.

QPINION

Applicant herein seeks authority to conduct operations
28 a highway common,édfrier in the transportation of general
commodities except used household goods uncrated, livestock,

1iguid commodities im bulk, and articles of extraordinary value,

"




between the Loz Angslec Territory,”as.described in Item 270~A,

Zighway Carrie;s' Ta:;ff No. 2, on:pbe one hand, and Sacramento,
Stockton, Modesto and Fresno and points within five milos of each,
and all other points and places on U. 3. Highway 99, and Live '
mile° on elther side of sald highway between Sacramente and Frosno,
on the other hand. L '

| Publlc hearings were held on March 15 and 16, 1951, at
Los Angeles, before Examinoer Eradshaw. Therealtor twonty addi~
tional days of bublic hearings were hold before Examiner Syphoersz ‘
as follows: April 25 and 26, 1951, ot Los Angeles§ May 8 and 9 at
Sacramento; May 21 and 22 at Fresno; May 2L and Juné 20 Qﬁ;étockton;
July 11, September 5, 6 and 7 at Los Anseles; October 2 at Fresno;
October 16 and 17 at Sacramento; December 3 at Fresno; December U
at NModesto; December S5 at Stoékton; January 29, 1952, at Sacramento;
and February 20 at Los Aageles. During these hearings ovidence was
adduced, and on the lastenamed date the matter was 3ubm;ttod, sub~-
ject to the filing of briefs. . B-iofg were filed on July 10, 1952,
by applicant, and on July 11, 1952, by proSestants. The matter
now 1s ready for decision. _

At the hearings 1t was developod that this applicant
previously had regquested substant;glly the zame authority as is
applied for herein. The prior application, No. 27100, was filed ,ﬁﬂ\
November 19, 19L5. The matter was consolidated with otaer applica-
tlons ond by Declsion No. L3003, dated Jume Ui, 1949, in Application
No. 27100 (hB’P.ﬁ.C. 712), this applicant was granted authority to
conduct highway common carrier operations botwesn the San Francizco
territory and the Los Angeles torritory, but was denied the

authority to operate between the Loz Angeles area and Sacramento
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and Intermedlate points on U. .S. Highway 99. In: that decision
thls Cormisslon stated, at page 722: |

"Lillie, Hart, P.F.L., P.I.E., Western Truck,
Southern Cal. and ‘Santa” Fe all propose 'to operte .
between Zecramento and Los Angeles and various Anter-
mediate points. The consolidated record loavef no
doubt that there 4s a need for additionel ‘cormmon’
carrier service bYotween Sacremento and Fresno, and
Intormediate points located on U. S. Highway 99, on the
one hand, and the Loz Angeles territory, on the other:
nand. Sufricient ovidence of the amount of traffic
moving between these areas has not been developed to
enable the Commisclion to determine the number of
carriers the traffic would support. However, fronm
this record we bolieve that available traffic would
support at loast two additional carriers. Lillie is
in 2 favorable position, because of its existing
certificated operation, to provide efficient economical
service botween Los Angeles territery and points
located on VU. 5. Highway 99 betweon North Sacramento
and Turlock, inclusive.

"P.F.L. is also 4in a favoradle position Yo provide
sorvice between the points involved ..."

Subsequently, various parties, including appilcant,

petitioned for rehbaring, roconsideration, or modification, in

respect to.Decision No. 443003, supra. These petitiona were Cenied

by Decision No. L4327, dated August 29, 1949, on Application

No. 32877, et al. -
On October 18, 1949, the Commission instituted an inves-

tigation Into the operations of Western Truck Lines, Ltd., and

alter hoarings theroon Issusd Decision No. L5099, dated Docember 5,

1950, in Case No. 513, dirsecting Western Truck Lines, Ltd. %o

- cease and destﬁt from conducting operations generally in the

terrlitory for which authority i1s herein sought.
At the outsot of these proceedings a2 motion to dismiss

was made, based upon ‘the allegation that the instant application

constituted, In effect, a socond petition for rehearing, or an
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attempt to secure a second hearing ox an appl;cation already
denied by this’ Comm¢s fon. Tals motlou was donied inasmuch as
this Co sion is ﬁot bound by the doctrine of res adjudicata.
Turther, 1t anppears hat the apblication of Western Truck Lines,
Ltd. éontaihﬁ sulficient allegationw To warrantva hearing thorcon.
Testinmony was prosented by applicant as to its proscnt
operationa. Exhivit 1 is o map of the authorized routez over
which applicant now operates, bYoth in intrastate and inférstéte
éommerce in the State of California, and BExhivit 2 shows all
terfitory presently sorved by applicant. Exhidbits 3, L and S
tow summaries of existing operauing authorities, both Ainter~
state and Iintrastate. A balanco sheet as of December 31, 1950,
and an income stafement for the yoar ending Docember 31, 1950,
were presented in Exhibits 6 and 7, whercas Ekhibits &, 9 and 10
show applicant's terminals and equipment and a lizt of leased
equipment. Exhibits 11 to 21 ere photographe of the Los Angeles
ternminal and representative types of equipment. Exhibit 22 23 g
photograph of a portable Lcebox which 1z used by applicant to
handle refrigerated %ommodities in sm&ll quentities, and
Exiibits 23 to 25 are photographs of the Frosno, Stockton and
Sacramento torminals. An examination of these exhibits and
testimony presented in comnection therewi*h discloses that
applicant is financlially a%le to conduct tho operations proposed.
It is one of the largest carriers in the State of California,
maintalning terminals at all of the principal points proposed to

be served, and operatos more than 00 pleces of squipment which

it owns, Iin addition to leased equipment. This eguipment is
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Kept in good repalir, and concists of 211 types including vans,
rerrige?ated, open, and pilckup equipment.

The applicant presently conducts. interstate opeéations
between the points proposed to be served, the volume of whilch,
for the year 1950, is showm in Exhipdit 28. It proposes Gaily
operations for 'Intrastate trarrié botween the points requosted
herein, a schedule of these proposed operations being set up in
Exhibit 27. The rates proposed to be charged are set out in
Exhibit 26.

The total revenue of applicant is shown in Exhidit 29,
and Lor the year 1950 amounted to $6,292,915.97. Of this amount,
$990,869.80 was atiridbutadle to intrastate revenue within tho
State of Celifornla. Tho testimony shows appiicant's claim
record to be good, the claims amounting to less than one~kalfl
of one per cent of the gross revenue (Exhibit 30). -

If the proposed authority s gra;ted, it was testifiod
that appllicant proposes to establish torminals at Modesto and
Mepced. It prosently maintains a teletype system throuéhout
its varlous stations and this system would be externded to the
new terminals.

In this application authority is also requested to
Transport frozen foods and explosives. With relation to the
explosives, testimony shows that applicant has had a bdroad
experience In handling them, and, as to the frozen foods, there
was consideradble testimony rolating to portable Lceboxes which
would e used to transport small quantities of commodities re-

quiéing refrigeration. This service.would be in adéitlon to

refrigerated trucks. No extra charge is préposed for this

v

portable lcedbox service.
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In cOnnqbtion with 1tsloporat1ngftestimony, the
aﬁplicant presentéa evidence as to the growth of populdhion'*n
the areas involved, Iincludi ng increaues in retall sales, in-
dustr;al growth and mil;tary inetallationo. Some of th;s data
1s set out in Exhibits 31 to 3L, inclusive.

Operating fcstimony likewise was presonted by six
companies who are opposod to the granting of this application
and by throo companles, rerrosentatives of whieh apbeared and
testilfled as to thelr operating conditioms, but offered no
opposition to the instant application. Those compaﬂiés which
presented testimony in oppoeitioﬂ to the applicaticn were
Pacific Frelght Lines and its affililate Pacific Freight Lines
Express, California Yotor Transport Co., Ltd. and its affiliate'
California Motor uxpre S, Ltd., the Santa Fe Tranaportation

Company, Valley Motor Lines, Inc. and 1ts affiliate Valley Express
Company, Xings County Truck Lines, and Méser Frozen Food Freight
Lines., While there were other Frotestants, these were the only
ones which presented opcrat;ng testimony.

A roview of this testimony shows that Pacific Freight
Lines conducts very qxtensive opoerations in the aéaa proposed
| to be served by applicant. =Exhibits LO to 47 show the oporating
authorlity, stations, agents, torminals, eqﬁipment, and other

properties of this carrior. An analysis of these oxhiblits and
‘the-téstimony in felation thergto points up the fact that thils
carrier 15 one of the largest in the west, operating an éxtremely

Large trucking fleet consisting of open equipment, flat beds

and vans, as well as plckups and other types of oquipment. This
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w;grg;gr“mgkes plckups and cCelliveries Iin.all of the“pfinéiﬁal
Myg;pts'conqorned nereln,. and durins'the'courso of the”déaiihgs
..;nprodg;ed,many exhibits listing shipments transporto@“to‘ﬁﬁé
from varlous consignees and shippers in the area, as well'as
exhibits showing tornage hauled and revenue received. Many of -
‘tggge qxnibits were 1n redbuttal to the testimony preséﬁtéd”ﬁy
applicent :élating to an alleged need for a new service,
which testimony will Ye subsequently discussed herein. This
vestimony, presented by Pacific Freight Lines, s found in
Exhibits L8 to 5L, 56 to 63, 99 wo 119, Inclusive, 1l7-A and
119-A. A technical point which should be noted 1s that this
carrier has publ;sﬁod tariff rules relating to light and bulky
articles (Bxhidlts 35, 36 and 55), whereas 1t was testified that
other carrlers such as the Santa Fe Transportation 6ompa£y End
the Pacific Motor Transport could transport this type of shipmeant
et somewhat lower rates.

Further ftestimony showed that the tonnage of Pacific
Freight Lines was heavier going northbound from Los Angeles than
% was southbound from Sacramento, amognting to abouy sovdnﬁ?
per cent.or the total Iin the northerly direction, as compsared
to thirty per cent In tbo.southorly,directibn.‘ In additibn,
other operating testimony of this carriler was presegted by
Genersl Transfer Company which is & division of Paciflic Freight
Lines. This carrler maintains terminals jointly with Pacific’

- 4"

Frelght Llnes, and operates. about sixty piéces  of equipment.
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The California Notor Transport cé;'; Ltd. prosented
testimony chowing that it conducty nighway commnon carrier
opcration., througnout soutncz-n and ce'zur':l Cg.lifornﬁa as an w;dor-
- lying carrier for California Motor Express, Ltd. It maintains
terminals at the princiﬁal-points in the territory herein con?'
corned, and operates approiimately LS pleces of oquipment.

Exhivit 88 1s o copy of a stipulation entered in%e
between this carrier and the spplicant ﬁerein, which stipulation
generally sets out tho operating authority of this carrier, the
torminals maintained and the equipment operated. This carrier
has pickup and delivery services at all of the principal points
herein Involved, and averages more than two trains of trucking
equipment per day between Loz Angeles and the Sacramento terri-
tory. It provides service te more than 10,000 regular'shippers
and/or consignees, has a minfmum of 650 employees and an annual
payroll 4in excess of_@B,OO0,000.

Tﬁe Santa Fe Transportction Company prosented
Exhibits 6L to 72, setting out the service offered by that
carrier, the areas served, the operating autboriey‘it has, and
the eqﬁipment it opérates. This carrier likewise is a large.
wéll-equipped carrlier conducting general operations in tho area
hereln propesed o be sorved, with the oxceptlion of the Sacramento
territory. Thi, carrier does not hold itself out to transport
frozen foods, and, further, has no autnority to-operate in
Modesto. (Exhibit 70, Decifsion No. L3355, dated Octobder L,
19L9, on Application No. 27203, L9 Cal. P.U.C. 98.)  This

carrier also presented testimony as to shipmonts 1t had made
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to and from varlous consignees and shippers in the aroa.‘ Here
again this tesctimony was presented principally as a rebuttal to
“applicant's testimony relating to an alleged noed for the
service proposed. Exhibdblits 73 to 87 relate to this testimony.
(éxhibits 8L and 85 were not received In evidence since they
ald not pertain to the territory herein involved.)

The Valley Motor Lines presented testimony showing
that 1t, too, conducts a genoral highway common carrier service
in the area Iinvolved, mafintaining terminals in the principal
citles, makihg daily pickups and deliveries and, in general,
operating all types of trucking equipment. Exhibits 90 to 92
consist of a map of operations and a 143t and description of
the equipment. 7This carrier maintains terminals at prin¢ipal
points in the ares concerned, and if arrangements are made 15
equipped to conduct hauls of large items, although it con-

centrates on less-than~truckload traffic. It should be pointed
out that this carrier likewise conducts operations as an under-
lying carrier for its affiliate the Valley Express Company,
in gddition to its other hauling. Exhibits 120, 118-A and
120-A are lists of shipments made by this carrier in the torri~

vory herein concerned.

. The Kings County Truck Lines presented Exhibits 93 and

9li, showing 1ts operating rights and 1lists of equipment. It
maintains términals at Los Angeles, Bakersfield, Tulare and
Fresno, rendering a dally servicg betﬁe¢n Los Angeles and Fresno.
It transports general commodities and 4s particularly oquipped

to ftransport refrigoerated commodities.
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The Moser Frozen Food Lines presented Exhidbits 95 to
98, showing its operating authority, list of equipment and
{inancial statements for August 1951. This company is
Principally a hauler of rofrigerated commodities bétween
Los Angeles and Sacramento..

In addition to the foregoing operating testimony pre-
sented by protestants, threo qarriers who do not opposoe the
Instant application prusented operating testimony. These were
the Sacramento Freight Lines, Fortler ?ransportation Company, and
Lillie Transportation Company. |

Sacramento Frelight Lines operates about LS pleces of
equipment dally between pos Angele:z and Sacramento. This equip-
ment Includes refrigerated oquipment. At the time this testimony
was presented this carrier was rostricted to shipments of 20,000
pounds or more (Decision No. L2352, dated Decomber 21, 1948, in
Application No. 28326, as modified by Declcion No. [15259, dated
Janvary 16, 1951, 4n Application No. 30533), but had an applica-
tion pending to‘liftAthis restriction.(l> The general maﬁager
of this carrier testiflied that, 4in his opinion, there should be
a greater number of certificated carriers and & fewer number of
permitted carriers in the area, and for this reason he supported
the application of Western Truck Lines, Ltd.

The Fortier Transportation Company operates about 40O

wits of equipment, both opon and closed type, and conducts

) Subsequerntly this restriction was removed by Decision
No. L7175, dated May 16, 1952, in Application No. 32163.
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operations between Los Angeles and San Francisco and specified
areas in the mi&dle of the state, particularly around Fresno. It
naintains 1ts principal terminal in Frésnd; and in 4ts héuling4is‘
presently limited to chipments of 5,006 pounds or more. - (Decision‘:
No. L2405, dated January %, 1949, in Aﬁpiication'No. 27278). There
row 1& pending an application to remove this restriction (Applicatipn
No. 32514y. This carrier likewise presented testimony thet its prin-
cipal competition comes from the permittedwcarriers;

The Lillie Transportation Company, Imc. operates. between
Los Angeles and Sacromento under authority of Decision No. %3003,
supra, maintaining terminals at Stockton, Modesto, Sacramento and
Los Angeles, This carrie; is not a pfo;estant'in this pro?eediﬁg,
and presented testimony that it considered the so-called.regplated
or certificated carriers a better type of competition than the ex-

isting permitted carriers.

A fair view of all of this operating testimony leads

to the conclusion, and we now find, that applicant is willing and
able to conduct the proposed operations, and that the protestantg‘are
now conducting operations %o all Sf the points herein propésed to
be served by applicant, and are williﬁg and able to continue such
operations. Our problem is to determine whether under éuch_c$:1 ;

cunstances public convenience and necessity have been shown.
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Throughout the hearing refgréchs were made to the
faet that, in addition to thé'éertir?cated carriers operating in’
the territory, hauling ié'bcing'performed_by so-¢alled permitted
carriers holding pormits as radial highway common .carriers and
highway contract carriers. No épecific‘tcstimony as.to the amount
of such hauling was presented except for Exhibits 121, 122, 121-A
and 122-A, which listed the bérmittg& ¢carriers hauling from the
Los Angeles territory'ﬁoﬁthé'Valié& Wholesale Grocery Company at -
Sacramento‘during‘spedifiéd éériods.

The applicant'pfééehted testimony from 67 pudblic wite
nesses representing‘vafibﬁs'éhippers and consigﬁees in the area
involved. An analysis of ‘this testimony indicates that tnesé"
| shippers and consignécs aeal“in é wide varlety of commodities;'
including commodities which czn be hauled on rcgula:“equipment,“
commoﬁitigs requiring'refriéeration, and cqmmodities requiring"
open egquipment. An 2Imoést unanimous opinicen was oxpressed by
these shippers that- thair businesses required overnight
service. Most ofithem were familiar with the service. of
applicant 25 it is now provided in other areas and meny of them
had previously used the serviées of this applicant when it con-
ducted operations as ‘a permitted.éarfier in';he territory involved
prior to 1950. These“witnesses'ﬁestif;cd that the services they
were now receiving or had received from appiicant,were satisfagtory{"'
Most of the witnesses testified that they would use applic&nt's
s¢rvices if they were availabdle in the territory involved. They
further presented various eriticisms of the existing service,

the bulk of which were complaints as to slow pickups, fallure to

meke overnight decliveries, lack of refrigerated service, foilure
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to provide open oquipment for 1a:ge and bulky items, gnd,rin‘_
genorsl, that they had not received the type of service thayr
i3 required Iin thelir dusinesses. | |

The protestanps presented testimony from 71 pubdblic .
witnesses, and, in addition,lstipulations were entoered concern-
Ing the testimeny of 25 additional public witnesses. These

wltnesses, representing various shippers and consignees in the

aret, testifled in general that they were now using the oxiste

ing carrlers and that the service they were receliving was
satisfactory. Many of them stated that fhere was no need for

any addlitional service, while a few stated thoy had no objection
| to a service being inaugurated by applicant. Some of them had"
used applicant with satisfactory results, and a few volced
objections to the service they had received from applicant.
For example, one witness stated that applicant had not been
prompt Iin making pickups, and anoﬁher that applicant had failed
to fﬁrpish open equipment when raguired. Some of the witnessos
pointed out that they were opposed to additional carriers in
that they were fearful that increased compefition would
increase the operating costs of the carriers. Jthers testiried
that in thelr opinion an additional carrier would merely congest
the fleld. Some of these shippors and consignees now use
pormitted carriers. The commodities they shilp cover a wide
variety of items requiring all types of equipment.

| Many of the public witnosses for both applicant an@

protestants testified that their business was growing and thét

the communities they served were growing. In this ¢onnoection,




'Exhibits 38 and’39 were recoived in ovidence, showing the growth

“of business 1n the Sacramento District and in the so;called
‘ Central Valley, including Xern, Tulare, Kings,\?fosnor Mercad
end Stanislaus Counties.

An analysis of thls public witness %éstihéhy Sﬁé&s
fhat the public witnesses presented by applic%gx'&ésire.the
trucking services proposed 4in thic applicatién,'and ;t further
shows that many of these witnesses are not enﬁirely satislied
with the existiné trucking services. In rebuttal the witnesses
presented by the protestanta showed that they are receiving
satisraétory service from the existing carriers. In ﬁany
instances protestants' witnesses represented shippers and
consignees who dealt in the same typo of commodities as did
the wltnesces for applicant. |

This situatlion 1s not new in this type of case. In
Decision No. 46550, dated December 18, 1951, on Application
No. 31516, in considering & sitvation very similar to that
prosented herein, we observed, "As to the pudblic witnesses
produced by,applicanx we are Iimpressed with the strong deéiﬁe
they have expressed.to have applicant's services. As to the
public witnesses produced by protestants we obéérfe that thore
appear: to be no doubt but that protestants are providing
satisfactory services to a number of shippers. However, in
a public convenlence and necessity matter all of the shippers
must be considered. It does not follow from the fact that a
good many shippers are now redeiving 3atisfaétofy serﬁiéo and

need nothing additional in that respect that all shippers are
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715’th6’same position. When, as in this case, the testimony.of‘
a number of shippers is very favorable to applicant, that
testiﬁ;ny should be given weight in arriving at a determination
of ‘public convenlence and necessity."

Those observatlions are applicable:herq,,and‘we
reiterate that while a large number of shippers now are deing
satisfactorily served by the existing carriers, neverthel;ss
the testimony of the shipper witnesses who appeared for appli-
cant must be given weighz'in arriving at a determination of
public convenience and necessity since that vestimony was,;in
the main, very faverable to the service proposed herein.

After a full consideratién of all of the evidence
presented herein and of the briefs submitted by the parties, we
£ind that public convenionce and necessity roquire the sorvices
as proposed By applicant in the application as originally filed
on Septemter 26, 19.9, and as amended by the amendment to the
application f1led on April 16, 1951. At the hearing on May 2L,
1951, the applicant made an oral motion to further amend the
application $0 as to include Crestview Winery which, according
to the statement of the assistantvcommissibner of Publiq'Wo?ks~
for Fresno Cbunty, as set out In Exhibit 37, 4s ﬁore than five
miles from the city limits of Fresno. However, since this
constitutes an attempt to extend the territorial 1imits of the
application at the hearing, this second amendment will not Ve
allowed. '

While 4t was contenced that the granting of this
application would é&ivert business from the oxisting carriers
the evidence in thls respect was not conclusive.

The applicant’s proposal includes. a .request to tronsport

=1G-




explosives. There was no opposition to this request 0 far as
the protegtants'wercwconcerned,fan&vtha tastimony~sﬁows that
applicant 1s able-and-willing to perform such transportation.

| Western Truck Lines, Ltd.i1s hereby placed upon -
notice that operative rights, as-such, do not constitute a
class of property which may be capitalized or used as.an eloment
of value In-rate-fixing, for any amount of moneywiﬁ excess of
that originally-paild to the 'state as the consideration for the
grant of such rights. Aside from their purely perﬁissive
aspect, thoy extend to the holdor a full or partisl monopoly of
a class of business over a particular route. This monopoly
Teature may be changed or destroyed at any time by the state,
which 1s not, in any respect, limited to tho hmmber of rights
which may be given. )

QRDER
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Application as above entitled having been filed, public

hearings having been held thereon, the matter having been sub-

mitted, the Commission being fully advised 1n the prémises and

hereby finding that public convenionce and nocessity so require,
IT IS ORDERED:

(1) That a certificate of public convenience and necess;py
authorizing the establishment'and operation of a service as a
highway common carrier, as defined in Section 213 of the Public '
Utillitles Code, for the transportation of general commoditi§s~
exceopt used household goods unerated, livestock, liqﬁid
commodities in bulk, and articles of extraordinary value, be, -

and 1t hereby 1s, gronted to Western Truck Lines, itd., a
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corporation, between the Los Angeles territory as described in‘

Ttem 276;A“of Hiéﬁﬁéy Carri;rs' Tariff No. 2, on the one hand,

and Sacfamento,'éfockton, Mod;;tofﬁnd Fresno and points withip'

five miles of each, and all other points and places on U. S.
ighway 99 and off-route points within five miles of U. S. Highway

99 betweon Sacramento and Fresno, on the other hand. ‘

(2) That; in providing service pursuant to the cortificate

nerein grsnted, there shall be compliance with the folldwing

service regulations:

(a) Within thirty (30) days after %he effective
date horeof, applicant shall file a written .
acceptance of the certificate herein granted.

(v) Within sixty (60). days after the effective
date hereof, and upon not lecs than five (5)
days' notice to the Commission and the public,
applicant shall establish the service horein
authorized and file in triplicate, and con-
currently make effective, tariffs and time ..
schedules satisfactory to the Commission.

Subject to the authority of this Commission
to change or modify such at any time,

Westorn Truck Lines, Ltd. shall conduct said
highway common carrier service.betwoen the ..

following points and over the -following
routes:

From Los Angeles via U. S. High-
way 99 to Sacramento and return
via the same route.. -




. o f.."““\.

.. In all other respects Appllca.ﬂ.on No. 30657. as

smended, will be dented. . - .

The effective date of this order shall be twenty (20)

S
days after the date hereof.

Dated at / ‘, ) , Califoruia,. thi's i f-’_

@)M

President

. ,1177’/&?/‘77'7'//

' ///%4,3?/%,4>>/,// /..

/ &ommissionorf




