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In the Matter. 'of . :t!le Appl1"~a.t 1~n of 
PUBLIC FREIGHT· SYSTEM, a California 
corporation, for:, ".' _. __ .. __ . _ .. _. 
(a) Certificate to 'operatea~ .a high­
way common ca~r1er of corrimodi ties': 
generally betw~en the Los Ang¢lC'S" 
territo~J az d~f1ned in existIng 
certif1catcsof applica.nt on the one·· 
hand and Fontana, Ce.11!orn1a ... on' the 
other hand, serving intermediate and 
off route pOints, and ("0) tor ',removal 
of restriction against the transpor­
tation or local traffiC 1neonneet10n 
~·r1th presently" authorized' se,rvicc. 

',' 

.' . 
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OP!NJ~~EP~~~ MODIFYINd DECI§!ON 
AND D~~!NG REHEARING . 

paeific Frei~~t Lines, Paeific Fre~t Linos.Exprcsz, The 
.. 

Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, Santa.Fc Transporta. 
, 

tion Company, Southern Pacific Company, P:1C1!"1e':Ele~tr1~ "Ra11W~Y 
. . .. (. .., , '. 

C~mpany-, Pacific. Motor Trucking Compa.ny, Southern 'Calitorn1aFre1ght 

L~ncs and Southern C<;l.lif'ornia Fr~ight Forwarders have t11ed.'thci:" 

jOint petition for rehearing.respecting Decision No. 48042~rcneered: 

in the a:oove-en~1tled proceeding on Deeemoer 9, 1952.' The'"'Comm1s­

sion has. given consideration, to', said petition and 1$ or,··the op:ttiion' 
that the oame 1s without merit except as to the contention' made "by" 

Pct~tioners ,in Item N~. 5 of· said petition tor rehearing. 

Petitioners contend that the folloWing language appearing in" 

the opinion of :a1d Dec1:1on No. 48042 1c erroneous and does not 

find support in the cv~dence: 

I~* *: * .. Southern California Fre1gh't L1nec haz 
the right to ~erve as a highway common carrier bc-

i. "I ' 



tween the Los Angeles metropol1~an ar~a and S1~x'ra 
Madre 'only in the" pr'op'o'sed. service ar~a.." It can, 
the-ret ore, 'be c'on.s1aered' as;' a' , competing' highway 
common' carrier to: a '11m1 ted extent' only. I,' " 

,. "'. ..., . .• r"" '. .~. ... . ,'""'.'" I 

, . 
Upon further considerat1on of the matter, we are of ~~~ opinion and 

• • , I • , I ! I - j'l I • • " • '; •• ' '. ' " I ~"',"'.. I • ,', I 

hold that the ~orego1ng ~uo~ed language ~a$ no~ ne~csz~~ to the de~ 
.. ~ r' " .,.., \ • ' I • , ; '." ~ I( ' .. 1_ ,r,. I, '. I' 

cizion herein and, therefore, it will be stricken thererrom. By 
.' . .. . .": >' , I ,', • • • : •.• I fI'.. I .'/ : ). f ;!', . I • I I' : ' 

so dOing, we are neitber a~~1rm1ng nor impeaching the 1ntegr.ity or 
, ',', . '. ~"\ . - .... • • ~ ~ ~ .1 I t I ~,'" j '., • .' 

saia language. We merely hold that the same was not neeessar,y to 
• • • t L': 1. 

the said decision. 
" 

Said .language is horeby·str1cken from said de-
: ~~ 

c1z10n. 

With said decision so modified, IT IS ORDERED that the petition 
I .' :. '. • ." " • , • •• , ~ • ' • .' , 

for rehearing herein be and the zame 1$ her~by denied. 

Dated,)&//£//;<!":vlfVw! C~~1rorn1a, th1zbd 
, .' ""I~ , .' j '.. I....'~ .......... , ... _ 

day or 

January, 1953. 


