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)

FLEETLINES, INC., a corporation. Case No. 5268

Glanz & Russell, by Theodore W. Russell, for
Fleetlines, Inc., rospondent. Gordon, Xmapp and G1ll,
by Eugh Gordon, for Pacific Prolght Lines and Paciflic
Frolght Lines Express, The Atehison, Topeka and Santa
Te Railway Company and Santa Fe Transportation Company,
John Gordon snd E. L. K. Bissinger, for Pacific Electric
Rallway Company, Pacific Motor Trucking Company and
Southern Pacific Company, J. B. Robinson and Laird M.
dail, for Southern California rroight Lines snd
Southern California Freight Forwarders, interested

parties. Hal F. Wwigpins, Fleld Section, Public Utili-
ties Commission.

OPINION

Under date of February 13, 1951, this Commission issued
an order of investigation into the operations and practices of
Fleotlines, Inc., & borporat;on, for the purposé of determining
(1) whother 1t has operated as a highway common éarrier over
reguler routes or detween fixed termini within the State of
California without having obtained a certificate of public
convenlence and necessity and without having ppssessed or
acguired a prior right,so to operate, as requlréd by Sec;ion
50-3/L. of the Public Utilities Act (now Soction 1063 of the
Public Utilities Code of California), (2) whether a cease and
desist order should be issued, and (3) whether the radisl high-

way common carrier permit or the c¢ity carrier ﬁérmit, or both of
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them, should be cancelled, revoked or suspended.

Public hearings were hold Yefore Examiner Syphors in Los
Angeles on May 2, June 1., September 27 and Decembdor 6, 1951,
Mareh 3, L, 5 and 6, 1952. On the last named date the matter was
submitted subject to the filing of bvriefs by the partles hereto.
Brielfs now have been filed by the respondent, Fleetlines, Inc.,
on August 15, 1952, and by the Commission's staff on August 16,
1952. The matter is ready for declsion.

At the outset of the proceedings a stipulation was
entered Iinto between the respondent and the Commissionts staflfl

setting out that Fleetlines, Inc. 43 a corporation organized and

existing under the laws of the State of Nevadsa, doing an intra-~

state auto truck transportation business within the State of
Californla and, in connection with such intrastate business,
having its principal office Iin the City of Los Angeles. It
conducts these operations under authority of radlal highway
common carrier permit No. 19-3588L, issued November 1, 1548, and
city carrier permit No. 19-0L90, issued April 25, 1950, v
which superseded city carrier permit No. 19-35885, Zssued
November 1, 1SL8. It has no highway contract carrier permit,
.and indeed at no time has had any authority from this Commission
other than the permits above indicated. It hes no tariffs or
time schodules on file with the Commission.

By Application No. 31630, filed July 25, 1950, and
amended June 20, 1951, Fleotlines, Inc. requested a certificate
of pudllic convenlionce and necessity to.conduct operations as a
highway common carrier, as that torm is defined in Section 2-3/L
of the Public Utilitles Act (now Section 213 of the Public




Utilities Code of California), in the. Aransportation of general
commééities with certaln exceptions, botween all polntg and
places ip designated parts of Los Angeles, San Bernardino,
‘Riverside, and Orange Counties over specifiled routes. A motion
was made Dy applicantt's counsel to consolidate the application
proceeding with the instant investigation éroceeding on the
grounds that both Involve common issues and common facts, and
that a determination of both procecdings 4s necessary 1if
applicant 1s to have & solutlion to 4its problems. Tho motion
was resisted on the grounds that thore wore parties in the

application proceeding who are not parties to the Instant
proceeding. . The motion hereby 1s denied.

A representative of the Permlts and Fees Section of

the Public Utllitles Commission presented Exhibi; 1, a copy of
respondent’s city carrier permit No. 19-0L90, previously
referred to horein. Exhidbit 2 Lz an application for roglstra~
tion of rospondent's permits for the year 1951, and attached
thoreto Lz a list of the equipment operated. Exhibit 3 s &
statement of gross operating revenue during the period

Octobor 1, 19L8, to December 31, 1950, which purports to show
the taxabdble revenue taken from the quarﬁerly roports filed with
this Commission. This witness testified that the respondent
carrler has always paild its feo:z 2and taxes promptly, and that

it hes on file a C.0.D. bond effective as of November 15, 19L8.
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Flve representatives of the Fleld Section of the
Public Utilities Commission prosented testimony as to a survey
conducted In relation to the operations of the respondent carrier.
This survey was commenced in November 1950, with a request for
various carrier records which were furnished to the Commission's
stall and checked by them. |

An Interview with the ﬁresident of respondent carrier,
conducted on November 15, 1950, disclosed that Fleetlines, Inc.
iz a Nevada corporation and ié'not alffiliated with any other
carrler. It conducts operations Yy picking up shipments 4in the
Los Angeles area on its own trucks, bringing these shipments. to
1ts dock at 1201 East S5th 3trect and there transferring to
other ftrucks owned by thls sume carrier, or in some instances
turning the shipments over to other carriers. The interview
disclosed that at that time the respondent carrier was operating
nine diesel tractors, three gacoline tractors, fifteen semi-
trallers having van-type bodles, three semitrallers with ctake
bodles, ocighteen van body trucks, and sixteon stake body trucks.
In this interview tho president of the respondent carrier |
stated that 1t was serving the Los Angeles ares and surrounding
communities, as set out in maps presented as Exhivit L. He
further pointed out that in this service respondent usod all
avallable highways, and contonded that 1t had no established
routes. The service provided in the territory is daily except

Sundays, and as a general practice all shipments are routed

across the terminal doeck. In 4ts intrastate oporations the




carrier has but one terminal, although it was stated that in its

interstate operations it likewise maintains a terminal at Phoenix.
The type of shipvping document used by respondent is

shown in Exhibit 5, and Exhibit 6 is a summary of the shipments

naréled by this carrier on the days July 13 and 1%, 1950, and

September 18 and 19, 1950. This Exhibit 6 15 divided into three
2rv

warte, the first consisting of 2 summary of the shipments handled,
the second a 14st of the persons served, and the-third the fre-
quency of siilpments to cach person served during the period.
This exhidit shows that during the four-day check peried the
carrier handled a total of 1,073 shipments for 637 different
persons. " These shipments were hauled between lLos Angeles and
numerous surrounding points in the area. Txhibit 7 presents a
summary ol the service porformed to these varlous points. One of
the Investigators testificd that during the course of the intorview
the president of rcsﬁondent company had stated that all of those
shipaents were handled without the assistance of any contracts,
either oral or written, and further that they were hauled without
following any fixod routes. |

The investigation further diselosed that at the
terminal of respondent company there are various locations used .
for segregating the freight as 1t is routed through. These
sections of the terminal are designatod by signs showing the
names of various towns which are served. Thero are seven such’
secetions, and Exhibit 8 consists of photographs of five of then,
Showing the rames of various towns on the signs in each sccetion,

and a 1ist of the towns in the two remaining seetions which,

1
.

v




‘due to light conditions at the terminal, could not be photographed.

In éddition, Exhibit 7 shows photographs of trucking equipment
used and a general photograph of the terminal itsolf.l

Apbtner Investigator testiflied that in the latter part
of Fe£§ua}y'i952 he conducted a further investigation of the
activities of thils carrler, and secured coples of the various
types of documents which were then in use. BExhibit 1l 1s a copy
of the forms of freight bills and delivery recelipts beiﬁg uzed
at that time, while Exhibit 12 1s a copy of the bLll of lading.
This investigaﬁor further testified ﬁhat, up to September 1951,
the respondent carrier had published a list of points which it
served. A copy of such publication was received as Exhibit 13,
although the testimony pointed out that subsequent to September
1951 this publication was no lénger in use. BExhibit 1l 43 a
copy of a new publication which contgins a list bf clties
purportedly served by this carrier alter September 1951, while
Exhibit 15 4s a so~-called stylized map of the areas in which
servico 1z provided.

The final Iinvestigation of this carrier was con@ucted
In June 1951, during the course of which the staff investigators
recorded their observations on two forms, Exhibits 17 and 18.
The purpose of these forms was‘to rocord the desgription of the
shipment, data asz to the shipper and consignee and other relevant
data, a3 well as the routing over which the shipnment was actually
transportéd.' Exnibit 19 13 a 1list of names of the drivers em-
ployed by the carrier.
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The method of conéucting the last mentioned check was

to have Investigators at the terminal of the carrier, and also

to have investigators ride on the trucks as they made their
pickups and deliveries. All of the data thus obsorved was com-
piled in a 312-page exhibit which was roceived in evidence as
Exhiblt 20. This exhibit shows all of the shipments handled on
~June 11, 13, 1L and 15, 1951. It lists these shipments sccording
to the truck making the pickup or delivery, the time the truck
spent at the establishment of the shipper or consignes, the name
of the consignor, the points of origin, the name of theo consignee,
the point of destination, the commodity, welght, c¢harges, and
whether or not the shipment was prepaid or coiiect. The exhibit
1lists this data in groups according to so-called runs. Tﬁe
procedure followed was to group the shipmonts according to the
river nandling them. It was the opinion of the investigators

of the Commission's staff that those drivers were assigned to
runs, in that, according to ﬁhe testimony, each driver usually
mede a trip into the same territory each day. Exhibit 21 4is a
supplement %o Exhibit 20, containing corrections and additions
tﬁeret&. Exhibit 22 consists of ninety-nine sets of maps on
which have been plotted the routes of the alleged runs made by
the drivers of the respondent carrier in the conduct of its
hauling ‘business.

Exnibits 16, 154 and 16B were presented by a cartographer

of the Public TUtilities Commission staff, and consist Lirst of a
map (Exhibvit 16) of the area here in question, on which has been

plotted the alleged runs made by respondent company during the




perlod of the check. The map was prepared from the previous
data collected by the Commission investigators and hereinabove
referred to. Exhibit 16A i:s an overlay of this mdp showing the
principal highways and streets in the area. BExhibit 168 1s an
enlarged map of the areas served by applicant in the so-called
warehouse territory.
A summary of all of these shipments was presented in

the form of Exhidit 25 which shows that during the days June 11,
13, 1 and 15, 1951, the rospondent handled a total of 809 ship~
ments In intrastate commerce, the origin and destination points
of each shipment not bYeing within the same incorporated city.
In other words, this summary has eliminated those shipments
which were hauled wholly in intracity commerce under the
authority of the ¢ity carrier's permit held by respondent. The
tabulation of these shipments 1s as follows:

Monday, June 11, 1951 187

Wednesday, June ﬁ, 1951 196

Thursday, June U, 1951 221
Friday, June 15, 1951 205

The commodities transported were of a wide variety such

as to constitute, in effect, general commodities.

Exhibit 26 shows the range of welghtz of theze ship-
ments, and discloses that the largest weight group Talls botweon
101 and 500 pounds, although there were shipments in every other
welght group used, %o wit, from 0 to 25 pounds, 71; 26 to 50
poundg, 179; 51 to 100 pounds, 225; 101 to 500 pounds, 291;

S0l to 1,000 pounds, 29; from 1,001 to 2,000 pounds, 1, and
over 2,000 pounéds, L.
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As previously mentioned, nearly all of these shipments
are moved over applicant's terminal at 1201 East 5th Street, in
the CLty of Los Angeles. This terminél 1s located on property |
150 feet by 100 feet, and consists of a brick building which is

LO feet wide by 150 feet lomg. It has seven loading doors and
three offices. There are various signs at designated areas on )
the walls, as disclosed by the photographs in Exhibit 8. In
addition to these signs, one of the investigators testified that
he was given a 113t of names of additional towns by the dlspatcher,
and told that, while those names did not appear on the sligns, |
nevertheless the towns or cities were served by respondent
carrler. A 1ist of these additional towns and citles 4s con~
tained in Exhibit 2li. |

In addition to the foregoing testimony, the Field
Soction presented a schedule of respendent's equipment, as shown
orn 1ts application for Public Utilities Commisaion liconse_?lates
for the year 1952 (Exhibit 9), and a stetement of respondent's

intractate grosc operating revenue for the years 1949 to 1952,

Inclusive.
. The evidence presonté& by rczﬁondont consisted of the
tostimony of-its president. He testifled thet the company is
now hauling frcight in Intrastate commerce in Californis asz &
comon carrler of commodities generally, pointing out that
Exhiblt L shows the area within which 1t 1s providing service.
It Is the policy of the carrier to naul to any location within,
that area. It was his testimony that the operation 1ls not per-

Tormod on regular routes or runs and that s truck only goes %o
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% point for the purpoce of picking up or dclivering fféiéht
therc. The drivers have ne instructions as to whish gtroots are
to be used, and the freight on the trpék at the particular time
determines where that truek will go. He explained thet the
respondent carrier tried to zend a driver to the same area cach
ay inasmuch as it was desirable to have a driver familiar with
the area in which he was picking up or delivering.

The cquipment used for intrastate freight consists of
the so-called small trucks of 1%~ and 2-ton cléss-s. This
cquipment likewise is used to haul interstate froight, ind fro-
gucntly intrastote and interstate freight are hauled in the same
trucks at the came time. The earrier also maintains larger
cquipment which 15 used principally in intorstats commerce,
although occasionally intrastatc shipments are made on this .

A to the testimony relating to painted names
towns on the walls of the terminal, this witnoss testified
at these designations were not as important as the numbers.
He observed that cach scetion of the doek is designated dy a
nunber, and that these numbers are used to sort the fredight.

A falr analysis of 2ll of the ovidence presented herein
discloses that there is no dismute as to the princlipal foets.
Tho Commission's staff presented evidenee 25 to the havling
activitics of respondent in intrastate commerec within the State
of Californiz, and, spocifically, the shipments handlod on
cortain désignatcd acys were listed and desceribed. The respond=-

ont did not take Lssue with theso faets, ond indesd admitted

their correetness. Likewisc, there is no dispute as to the

v

v’
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fact that this respendent holds radial highway common carrier
permit No. 19-3588L arnd city carrier permit Yo. 19-LL0L90. It
¢oes not hold any other type of autherity from this Commission.

As to the hauling it performs, respondent represents
itsell to be a common carrier. It will provide service in the
transportatlion of commodities generally to any point ia the
area set out on the maps presented as Exhiblit L. Its advertis-
Ing, as 1llustrated by Exhibits 1 and 15, demonstrates a ¢lear
holding out, and the‘testimony of respondent's president, given
at the hearing, 1s unequivocal to the offect that It intends to
operate as a common carrier and serve all who tender freight to
be hauled. A review of all of this ovidence supports respondent’s
position In this respect, and we hereby £ind that the intrastate
tfucking operations of Fleetlines, Inc., as disclosed by this
record, aroe those of a comnon carrier.

The 1ssue herein squarely i1s whether the hauling
activities of Fleetlines, Inc., being cormon carriage, constitute
the type of common carriagoe which falls under the definition of
a highway common carrier, or do they constitute ﬁhe type of
common carriage which can be performed by & radifal highway

common carrler. At the outset 1t would be well to point out that

many of the hauls disclosed by this evidence were hauls originating

and terminating within the City of Los Angoles.‘ While 1% 15 true
that some of theze h#uls may have taken a route which was not
wholly within the City of ios Angeles, and hence cannot be
classed ag ¢ity carrlage, it is also true that many more of

them were handled on routes wholly within the city. These hauls
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can properly be handled under the authority of respondent's city
carrier permit. The Public Utilitles Code, in defining this

type of carrier, states:

391l. 'rCarrier' means every corporatlion or persen,
their lessess, trustees, recelvers or trustees appointed
by any court whatsoever, engaged in the transportation of
property for componsation or hire as & business over any
public highway iz any city or city and county in this
State by means of a nmotor vehlicle, excopt that 'carrier!
does not include:

"(a) Any farmer resident of this Stato who occasionally
transports from the place of production to o warehouse, *
regular market, place of storage, or place of shipment -
the farm products of neighboring farmers in exchange for

1llke services or for a cash conzideration or farm products
for compensation.

"(b) Persons or Ebrpééationa hauling their own
Property.

"(¢) Any farmer operating a motor vehlcle used
excluslvely in the transportation of his livestock and
agricultural commodities or in the transportation of
supplies te his farm.

- "(d) Any nonprofit sgricultursl cooperative associa~
tlon organlzed and acting within the scope of 41ts powers
under Chapter L, Diviasion & of the Agricultural Code to
the extent only that 1t is engaged in transporting its

own property or the property of 4its members. (Part of
former Sec. 1(f).)

3912. "r0ccaslonally’ as uzed in Section 3911 means
occaslonally or for a total annuel compensation from all
sources for providing transportation for hire of not more
then six hundred dollars (4$600), and which transportation
constitutes the sole transportation of persons or property
for hire or compensation. (Part of former Soc. 1(f)el™

Having concluded thet respondent's hauling is that of
a commorn carrier, and having eliminated those hauls'whzch nay be
performed as a ¢ity carrier, we must now determine the legal
authority required for the remainder of the hauls which,
Incldentally, constitute the bulk of the heuling performed by
respondent. In making such & determination, tho Iirst considera-

tion must be the existing statutory provisions. The definltion
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of a radial highway common carrier 1s set out to be, l

3516. 'Radial highwey common carrier' means overy
highway carrier operating as a cormon carrier not subject
to regulation as such by the commission under Part 1 of
Division 1. (Former Sec. 1(h).)"

The definition of a highway common carrier 4is set out
to be,

213. "t'Highway common carrier’ means every corporation
or person owning, controlling, operating, or menaging any
auto truck, or other self-propelled vehicle not operated
upon ralls, used in tho business of itransportation of
property as a common carrior for compensation over any
pudblic highway in this State between fixed termini or
over a regular route, and not operating exclusively within

. the limits of an incorporated ¢ity, or city and county,
oxcept passenger stage corporationstransporting baggage
and express upon passenger vehicles incidental to the
transportation of passengers.

"iHighway common carrier! doos aot include - any
such corporation or porson while operating within lawfully
estadlished pickup and delivery limits of a common carrier
in the performance for such carrier of transfer, plickup,
or delivery services provided for in the lawfully pub=-
llshed tariffs of such carrier insofar as such piclkup and
delivery limits do not include territory in excess of
three miles from the corporate limits of any clty o
threo miles from the post office of any unincorporated
point. (Former Sec. 2-3/L(a).)"

In the law the basic similarity between these two types
of carrlers I1s that they both must meot the cormon law test of
common carrisge which "requires unequivecel 1ntention to dedicate

property to the» public use."” (Samuelson v. Public Ttilities

Commission, 36 Cal. 24, 722, 733; Souza v. Public Ttilitias
Commiszslon, 37 Cal. 24, 539, 543).

The basic distinction betweoprthese two types of
carrlers ic found in the terms of the statuve 1tzelf, wherein
-1t 15 stated that & highway common cazmrier is one who transports .

"betwoen fixed terminil or over a regular route. ..." (Section 213,

13-
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Public Utilitlos Code). These terms are further defined in the

oy

Public Utilities Code ‘23 followsz' "7
 215. "'Between fixed ‘termini or over a regular route!
means the termini or route between or over which any
highway common carrier usually or ordinarily operates any
auto truck or other self-propelled vehicle, or any passen--
ger stage corporation usually or ordinarily operates any
passenger stage, even though thore may be departures from
such termini or route, whether such departures be periocdic .
or 1rresu;§:r " (Former, Secs. 2-3/L§p),.;st sent.; 22(d4) )"
| ‘vTﬁérefore, ougvissﬁé further narrows down to the
prodblem of determining whether or not the intrastate, intercity
hauling of Fleetlines, Inc., has been conducted ﬁetween fixeq
termini or over a regular route. o |
The position of respondent In this matter 1s simply that
it does conduct operations as a common carrier, but these opera-
ions are not "botween fixed termini or over a regular route.”
‘nile the respondent admitted the frequent hauls to various
areas of the territory served, as disclosed by the“evidopce
herein, 1t contended that these hauls were not over an&
-regﬁlar routes. qu drfivers are not instructed to follow any
particular streets or highways, and they go to & particular
place or over ¢ particular street only Il there is freight to
be delivered or plcked up in that vicinity: on ph?:btﬁéh”hand,
the stall attempted to show that‘pn§fh¢q;1§g ggti&ﬁftés”é{‘thGV
respondent constituted a”ﬁatﬁérn In“tﬁggﬁdpﬁy*wdiQfﬁggforﬁéd9’
over regular routes; and that ‘due Eb'ih;'iéyj’frdqgoﬁﬁy'df”fheso
hauls it was neéessany for appi;é#ép t& réé¢gte&i§“ﬁraver§b’the
seme streets and highways inwmakinémits ;ickuﬁs anﬁ"delivebﬁ@s.
Respondent®s b;iof contends . that "neither the siée of the

operation nor the frequency.of service as such can form a basis

Ao
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"ol any proper distinction betweon them." As to the problem of
Lixed termini, respondent relies heavily upon the proposition
that 41t has only one terminal and that almost all of the ship-
ments handled pass over‘thap.terminal.

In determining the problem of regular routes in the
Los Angeles area; it 4s obvious that many streoets are open to
the use of truckers, and that in the conduct of 4its business a
trucker may use many different routes in making its pickups and
deliveries. ,;p is also clear thaet any common carrier by motor
vehicle, whether a radlal highway common carrier or a highway
cormon carrier, must use the pudblic streets and highways Iin
conducting its operations. A3 a matter of law, use of the
public highways 45 2 requirement which must be met before a
status as either of the foregoing two types of common carriers
can be attalned. (Public Utiiities Code, Section 213, supra;
see also Section 3511.) Therofore, in determining whether or
not 8 trucking operation is conducted over "a regulsr route',
wo must give effect to the frequency of the use of the route.
In other words, is the route ono that can be sald to be regular
for the carrier performing the hauling, or, tc use the statutory
language, 13 4t a route over which the carrler "usually or
ordinarily oporates"” ...? In oach case thls determination must
be a question of fact. If 1t should be found that the hauling
is of sufficient froequency to constltute regularity, thon that
hauling, 4L the other statutory requirements are met,(l) must

be consldered to be highwey common cerrlage.

{1) Public Utilities Code, Sections 213, 3511, 3513 and 3516.
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Likowise, Iin considering the term "between fixed
‘tormini", wo observe that this 4is not llmited to «o-called truck
terminals. Modern hauling practices have 1n many cases eliminated
the use of truck terminals 4in the delive“y of freight. For
-example, a carrier hauling into a particular locality may make,
all of the deliveries directly from the truck rather than making
.use of any truck terminal in that connection. We f4ind that the
word "termini" in the sta;utenimplieé a broader mesning than a
vruck terminal as such. A tgrminal may be a c¢ity, town or
locality. It may Ye the place of business of a shipper or
-conslgnee. Indeed, it may be any location where a shipment is
picked up or dellvered.uAny hauling must be from one point to
- another, so the test of "fixed termini” is not whether they are
‘fixed points geog:aphically,“but whether they are "fixed
termini" so, far as the carrier ls concerned. XHere again the
problen in one .sense resolves Ltself down to the frequency oL
service. If the hauling of the carrier is of sufrlcient fre-'
quency.between;partlcular terminl 30 as to constitute then
terminl botwoen which the carrier "usually or ordinarily
operates”, then those termini must be considered as flixed so
far as that particul&r carrier is concornéd.

One further observation should be made. The statute

(Sections 213 and 215, supra) is in the alﬁernacive, stating

"ew. Detween lxed termini or over a regular route ..:",Eithcr
-condition} standing by 1tself, 13 a test of highway cormon
- carriage.
In the light of these tests, giving effect to all
of the evidence hereig, and considering the briefs which have
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been ;led, we fiﬁd that the intrastate trucking operations or

Fleotlineg, Inc., bYotween Los Angeles and the following listod

terminl, as disclosed by this record, are those of a common

carrier conducted "between fixed termini
and, resultantly are trucking operations

carrier as defined in Section 223 of the

Alhambra
Anahein
Arcadia
Azusa

Bell

Beverly Hills
Burbank
Covina
Culver City
E1l Monte

El Segundo
rontana
Fallerton
Gardena
Gloendale
Hawthorne
Huntington Park
Inglewood

of a highway common

Public Utilities Code:

or over a regular route",

’

Long Beach
Montebelle
Monrovie
Ontario
Pasadensa
Pomona.
Redondo Beach
Riverside

. San Bernardine
. San Gabvbriel
. Santa Ang

Santa Monica
South Gate
Tomple City
Torrance
Vernon
Whittier

»

From an examination of the ovidence, and in particular

Exhibits 7 and 25, 1t is Tound that there .were hauls between Los

Angeles and cach of the above listed 35 termini on at least three

out of the four days of each cheek perlod, the first on July 13
and 1L and September 19 and 20, 1950, .and the. second on June 11,

13, 1, and 15, 1951,

*requency to constitute’ ‘hauling "between fixed termini®.

more, the routings of these shipments, as

We conslder this hauling to be or sufficient

Further-

shown by the maps

constituting Exhidbits 16, 16A and 22, show sufficlent use of the

same streets and highways to constitute hauling "over a regular

route.'

inesmuch as the respondent does not have authority to
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conduct operations as a highway common carrier, it will be
oréderecd to cease and desist from conducting such operations.

A5 to all other routes and points the record is inmsufficient o
upon which to base a finding.

Although the order of investigation directs an inquiry

into the further point as to whether the radilal highway cormon
cerricr permit or the city carrier permit, or bYoth of then,
should be cancelled, rovoked or suspended, we now find that they
should not. The respondent Flecotlinos, Inc. gave complete
co-oporation‘in tgg conduct of this invcstigafion, and ovidontly

nold an honost difference of opinion as to west hauling could

be performed under the permits which it now holds.
QRDER

7 IS ORDERED that Fleetlinez, Inc., a corporation,
be, and it hereby 1s, directod and required, unless and until
*said Fleotlines, Inc., shell have obtained from this Cormission
a certificate of public convenicence and necessity therefor, to
éeasc and dosist from operating, dircctly or indirectly, or by
any subterfuge or device, any auto truck 23 2 highway common
carrier, as dofined in Section 213 of the Public Utilities Code,

for compensation over tho public highways of the State of

California, between Los Angeles and the following listed termini:

Alhambra
Ancheim
Arcadia
Azusa

Boll
Beverly Hills
Burbank
Covina
Culvor City
ELl Monto

El Segundo
Fontana

Long Beach
Montebollo
Monrovia
Ontario
Pasadena
Pomona
Redondo Beach
Riverside

San Bernardino
San Gabriol.
Santa Ano
Santa Monica




c:'5268 AM

Fullerton South Gate
Gardena Temple City
Glondale Torranco
Hawthorne Vernon
Huntington Park Whittier
Inglowood '

The Secretary is dircected to causec a cortified copy
£ this decision to be served personally upon-an zuthorized
representative of Floetlines, Inc. o '
The effective date of this order shall be the dote
. %
Decizion No. 480'55,111 Application No. 31630 becomes c¢ffective. !
A ' G,
Dated at Y, /4¢Z¢Z7?uéfzbéalirornia, this )ﬁ%’ .

day of @/ﬂaﬂ/@/ﬁ/ , 1952.

. - l' I
\ : o
/végz 8 . z . 7..

(/ CQMMISSIOWERS




