
Decision No .. ,4S5{)S 

BEFORE TEE PUB,LIC 'OTILI~IES' COMMISSION OF THE S~ATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the lIv'ltter' of th~ Applic~tion of ) 
PACIFIC MOTOR T:RUCKING COMPANY for ) 
a cert1f1ctl to o:f' public convenienco ) 
and necessity to operate motor truck ) 
service as a highway common c,~rricr ) 
o'! property bet\o/een Oakland :lnd Trtlcy,) 
C~11!ornitl, ~nd corto.in intermediate ) 
pOints.. ) 

vlil1iflm Meinhold, for .lpplicant. 

OPINION __ ~-._4IiIIoIit....,_ 

Application No. 2~33 
1st Supplemental 

By its petition filed Fcbr~~ry 15, 1952 Pacific Motor 

Trucking Company secks to remove restrictions i~posod in Decision 

No .. 39414, d~ted September 17, 1946, ~s 3mcndcd by DeciSion No. 

40364, dtltcd June 3, 1947 tlnd Decision No. 43636, dctcd December 20, 

19~9 in Application No. 26433. 

As the result of those deCisions petitioner was authorized 
, . 

to render service o.s a high'Wny common c~rricr between Oakland 

nn~ Tracy, s~rVing all rail intermediate points situat~d on the 

line of Southern P~cit1c Company extending from Oakland to Trcc~ 

vi~ Martinez., includ1ng those si tu.~ ted on the San Rztmon Br~nch 

line extending from Avon to San &tmon, :::ubjcct to key :point . 
restrictions at Sari FranCisco, Oakland, Creston, Dublin, Y~ntce~, 

Tr3cy and Cl restriction o.g,'linst through truck operations betwoen 

San Frnncisco, O~kland, Alamadn, Em~rYVille nnd Berkeley, on tho 

one ~~nd, nnd, on ~he other ho.nd, Banta, tyoth and po1nts north, 

Co.st and south thereof. 

A public hc~ring was held betore EY~mincr Dcly on 

April J.', ,195'3 at So.n Francisco and the :7l3;tter W.'lS sub!1l1ttcd. No 

~pp0aro.nce Wo.s made in protczt to the ~uthority here ~ought. K~ny 
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A .. 26433 (l5e- JD * . 

of the c~rricrs informed' the Commission by letter that ,th~Y would 
:' 

not protest. 

With respect to the kcy point rcstrictions petitioner 

takes the position that the ~lirornia Supr9me Court decision in 

Southern Californi~ Freight tines vs. Public Utilities Commission, 

35 C. 2d 586, which set aside an order of this Commission to the 

extent· that it attempted to prevent th~ liru~ing up of opar~ting 

. 'rights in single ownership nullified said restrictions" As for. the 

. reztr1ction o.gainst through traffic between the :SlY area and' :santa, 

Lyoth and such pOints, the record indicates th~t said restr1cti¢n 

wo.s imposed as the result of a stipulation between petitioner and 

Valley Lincz. Tho reasons which gave rise to the st1pul~tod 

restriction apparently hnvc long since passed,for the record , . 

contains a letter from Valley Lincs in which it waives protest to 

the remova.l of SD.:1.d restriction. 

I~ 

the reco,rd indico.tes that" althou.gh the l<:cy pOint 

restrictions 'W'cro deSigned at the time to prevent lirJcing up of 

operations and through s~rvice to the San Jo~quin V~lley, S3cramento 
! 

, . 
Valley ~nd other pOints,pet1tioner h~s subscqu~ntly acquired through 

' .. 
rights to such pOints via othcr.r:.orc circuitous routes. Likewise 

~pplic~nt could, if it chose, tr~nsport shipments destined to 
I 

v~llcy points by tr~nsferring tho l~diag ~t~ key point without 

viol~ting the restr.iction. ThiS, however, it is admitted would 

result in delay ~nd additional expense. 

According to Exhi bi t 15 introduced by pcti,tioner, 'the 

nct ann~l savings on tr~ffic moving Vi~ truck rather t~~n r~il 

between the bny area and the San Joaquin Valley would 3mount to 

$108·,311. 

Att~r full consideration the Commis!;ion is of the opinion 

that there 1s no longer ~ need for continuing the restrictions 
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herein considered. Thet~ removal will not only result in a savings 

to petitioner but will olso result in an improved and expedited 

serVico to a substn;ntial portion of the shipping pub11c~ The 

petition will be granted. 

0, R D E R 
~ .... ---: ... 

A petition having been tiled, ~ public hearing held 

thereon ~nd it being found- that public convenience and necessity 

so require, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

(1) Th:?t D~c1s1on No'. 3941~, dated December l7, 1946, 0.$ 

amended by Decision I~o. 40364, dated June 3, 1947 and Decision No., / 

43636, dated December 20, 1949, in Applico.tion No. 26433, 1~ hereby 

further amended, by deleting therefrom subparagraphs (0) :~nd (d) of 

parD-graph (1). 

The effective date of this order shAll be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

, Californ1~, this __ ~ / ~ 
day of __ ... a ..... ;:I~o ....... ..., ...... .-~ ____ , 1953. 

I 
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