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Decision No .. 

BEFORB THE PUBLIC UTILITI-:::S COMMISSION OF THE STAT"::: OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Applicatioc of ) 
HIGHWAY TRANSPORT, INC., a corpora- ) 
tion, for authority to extend a.."'l ) Application No. 32456 

As Amended operation as a highway common ) 
carrier between San Franci:::co and ) 
Tulare and intermod1ate pOints.. ) 

~ward M. Berol and Bertram s. Silv~r, t~r 
~ighway Transport, Inc. 
Go~donz Knapp & Gill, by Joseph E~ Gill, for 

Paclfic Freight Lines and Pacific Freight Lines 
Expres:; Dougl~s Brookman, for California 
Moter Express, Ltd., Californi~ Motor Transport 
Co., Ltd., Merchants Exprl~ss Corporation, Valley 
Moter Lines, Inc. and Valley Bxpresz; Robert W. 
Walker and Richard K .. Kn~';.:lt9n, for The Atchison, 
TODeKa & Santa F~ Railway Co. and Santa Fe 
Transportation Co.; 'Fr~de.;'I'ick \~ .. Mi~lke, for 
D~lt~ t1ne~, Ir.c.~ protestants. 

Willard S. Johnson, for J. Christenson Co .. , 
interested party. 

Q?INIQR 

Introduction 

Righwar Transport, Inc., requests authority to transport 

general commodities as a highway common carrier: 

(a) Bctweer.. San Francis co and Tulare Yia U ... S. Highways 40 

(San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge), SO and 99, a-nd all intermediate 

points, including Stockton, and the ott-route points or Visalia and 

Hanford, with no local service betwoen San Franc1sco and Hayward 

and 1ntermediate pOints; 

(b) Betweerl Gilroy and Tulare via State Highway 152 (Pacheco 

Pass) and 7] .. S. Highway 99, serving all intermediate points. 

Grant (;)f the requested authc·ri ty would permit integration 

of the proposed :;ervice with applicant's existing highway common 

carrier operation.s between San Francisco, Soledad and Monterey Bay 

territory. 
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Public Hearing 

The appl:i.cation was submitted I'll briefs, filed July 19, 

1951.r, following oight days of public hearing held between October 

1953 and April 1954 at San Francisco, Fr(~sno, Modesto and Los Angeles 

before Bxaoiner John M. Gregory. The application, though filed in 

1951, ~as not brought to hearing until two years later, due to con­

flicting engagements of counsel and to the possibility of enactment, 

by the California Iegislature, of measur,~s relating t~ truck trans­

portation which might hav~ affected app1icant 1s status to the extent 

of making unnecessary further prosecution of the application. The 

legisl~~tion was not enacted and the app11c~t1on was accordingly set 

down for hearing. 

Applicantfs Positicn 

Highway J:ransport, Inc., clffiliated with Highway Transport 

Express ,. an express corporation, and Robertson Drayage Co., Inc., a 

city carrier and warehouseman, prcs€lntly is authorized to conduct 

operations (a) as ~ highway common carrier between S~~ Francisco Bay 

pOints, Monterey Bay point:>, Soledad and intermediate pOints; (b) as 

a commor. carrier by motor vehicle in interstate commerce, one-way, 

fro~ Son Frnncisco to Tulare, Visalia and Hanford and intermediate 

po1nts end frcl:l S~n Fr::l.ncisco to Mor.tterey and :intermediate pOints 

via Sali:las and Sar:.ta Cruz; (c) a.3 Gl frej~gh t forwarder, in intras ta te 

commerce, from San Francisco to Stockton; (d) as a radial highway 

common carrier in intrastate cocmerce. Applic::\nt stipulated that 

its intrastate freight forwarder and radial authority might be 

revoked if the extended highway comoon carrier right herein requested 

is granted. 

Appliotlnt has t~rminal facilities at San FranCiSCO, 

Palo Alto, San Jose, Santa Cruz, Watsonv:llle, Monterey, Oakland, 
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Gilroy and Salinas. It also maintains station agencies at Hollister, 

Boulder Creek, Stockt"n, Modesto and Fri~sno, but Will lease a 

terminal at Modesto if the application i5 granted. 

Operating ~~uipment owr.cd by or available to applicant 

through its affiliates consists of 413 diversified units, including 

70 truck =take bod~es, 24 lowbcds ana 32 semitrailer flatbeds, con­

venient for handlil1g cr3ne-loaded or ~xtra-lcngth ladir..gs. A.n 

additional truck, costing about $8,000, would be a.cquired, if needed, 

for =ervice at Fresno. 

Applicllnt has conducted opcratiocs as a ~ighway cocmon 

carrier under its present m~n3ge~ent since 1935. In 1952, pursuant 

to authority of this Commission a~d of the Interstate Com=erce 

Co::mission, applicant and Robertson Dra.yage Co., Inc., by merger, 

acquired rights and properties held by Canton Transbay Exprcss, Inc., 
(1) 

and A-B-C Transfer and Storage Co., Inc. Applicant since has per-

formed the inter:'tate operations formerly conducted by A-B-C, 

conSisting largely of distribution frc~ San Francisco piers to 

San Joaquin Valley pOints o~ pool car and steamship freight originat­

ing in the eastern ~tates. The present application was filed in 

:951 in anticipation of the acquisition of A-B-C's rights. 

Applicant renders daily, overnight service between 

San Francisco and presently certificated pOints in intrastate 

COJ:mlerC0; daily serv:Lce from San Francisco to Stockton under its 

int:-3state freight f(,:,w~rc.cr 1;1'Uthori ty; service, on the average ('If 

three trips per week:. fro~ San Franci:co to Fresno and San Joaquin 

Valley pOints south of Stockton in interstate coornerce, with 

(1) Dec. 47311, JunE! 24, 1952, Appi~. 33137, 33138, 33351. 

I.C.C. No. Me 51244 SUE 7, November 20, 1952. 

Applicant's pre3ident, Joseph Robertson, end hi: associates 
had acquired control of A-B-Cts stock in 1942. 
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intrastate ladings to fill out void truck space on southbound trips .. 

into the valley. Little traffic is handled northbound under appli~ 

cant's radial authority on return trips from the valley. 

Applican.t and its a.tf11iatos for several years· have· 

conducted operations under various typ~s of authority and have beon 

in competition with certificated and permitted highway carriers in 

tho general area for which a certificate is here sought. The record 

establishes that applicant possesses suc,stantial resources with 

which to inaugurate the proposed operations. 

Shipper Support for ProposP-d Serv1ce 

Shipper support for applicant's proposed service was 

developed on the record from representatives of some 40 manufacturing 

and wholesale firms located in the San Francisco-Oakland area, on the 

San FranciSCO p'en1r.sula, and at po1~ts in the San Joaquin Valley and 

in the Monterey Bay area. 

Many of these shipp'~rs have be~en us ing applica·nt f s freight 

forwarder c.nd radi~l h1ghw~.y COI:lIllon carrier service between 

San Fl'p.ncisco ~nd Stockton and, to a lesser extent, to and from 

points in the San Joaquin Valley south of Stockton. They have also 

used the services of one or more of the protest1ng highway common 

carriers and express coopanics, but have had occaSional difficulty 

in securing open equipment from them for tr~nsportation of long 

steel objects or items re~uir1ng flatbed trucks. Also, many of the 

shippers, both in the San FranCisco and· San Joaquin Valley ~reas, 

indicated dissatis:f2.ction with e1 ther pickup or delivery service of 

one or more of thEt protesting carriers. 

Shippers or receivers at Fresno, Modesto and Merced of 

freight moving between those points and pOints south of San Jose, 

including the Monterey Bay area, have not received single-line, 
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overnight ~erv1ce from the common carriers off0ring transportation 

between those pOints. Consequently, oooe have been compelled to 

usc contr8ct trucl::ers or proprietary equipment in order to expedite 
(2) 

such ~hipments. The volume of traffic between San Joaquin Valley 

point:; and app1ic13lnt r s presently certificated terri tory from San Jose 

south, hO\,,'e',cr) was shown to be substantially less than that moving 

south to thE! "'a.lley from the San Franci:::co-Oakland area. 

Incrcn:::c in Tr~rfie Volum~ and ?opul~t1on Gr~wth 

The record makes plain that general commodity traffic 

bet· .... ecn the San Fr;9nc1sco-Oakland arca (including San Jose) and 

San Joaquin Valley points from Stockton to Fresno and vicinity, at 

least as experienc(~d by the shippers who testified, has increased 

substantially over the past three years or so. Likewise, population, 

production and employ:tent in both the San Francisco Bay area and the 

San Joaquin Valley have shown remarkable growth during the past few 

years and the trend is still upward. The recor~ shows, for e~ample, 

that usir.g an index' of 100 for 1940, the truck tonnage demand for the 

San Joaqui~ Valley trebled before 1950, that in 1950 the indox was 

over 450 and that tne forecast for 1960 is almost 600. Comparable 

growth of truck to~~age demand is also shown for the San Francisco 

Bay area. The proj,~cted increase in tr1.:ck tonnag~ dema.."'ld for both 

areas amounts to apprOXimately four per cent annually from 1954 to 
(3) 

1960. 

(2) Recent inaugur~\tion of single-lino service by California Motors 
between San Jo~.quin Valley pOints and Monterey Bay territory 
waS not known to many of these shippers. That service, however, 
except for direct movements of large shipments, appears to be 
on a second-day delivery basis. 

(3) 'Sxhibit 20 - "Population and Economic Trends in the San Joaquin 
Valley," by Williac A. Spurr, Professor of Business Ste.tistics, 
Graduate School of Business, Stanford UniVersity. 
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Protestants T Op~r~tions 

As the various operating rights of protestants, arc well 

known to this Commission and to the various parties concerned, no 

useful purpos,=, wOt:~ld be served, in our opinion, by setting them 

forth in detail horo. 

The protestants, either directly or by joint-rate and 

through-route se~'ice, provide daily ane normally overnight ~xpress 

or high\o.°ay common carrier service between most of the pOints in the 

are~ covered by 3pplicant! s cxis tine; and rco;u0sted certificated 

outhority. Local restrictions> however, between San Francisco 

Territory and San Jose-Salinas, imposed for applicant's benefit in 

recent proceeding:~, apply to the operations of California Motors, 
(4) 

Pacific Freight t:Lnes 3!'ld Merchants between tho.:;c points. It ::lay 

be noted, p3.renthl~tic311Y, that Delta tin0S, Inc., through purchase 

of an opera ti vc r:Lgh t between Los A..l'lge1es Terri tory, ~rorth Sacramento, 
( 5) 

Turlock and 1nterl:o.ediate pOints via. U •. S. Sighway 99, has recently 

extended its operation~ into th0 San Joaquin Valley south of 

Stockton. Dolta, however, does not operate directly south ot 

San Francisco in applicant's preser.tly certificated territory. 

Alzo, Pacific F:-eight Lines and P,3,cii'ic Freight Lines Express, we 

of the chief prot~stants, have recently been authorized to sell 

their intrastate common carrier rights and ce~tain tangible r-roperty 

to Pacific Motor T::-ucking· Compa.ny, the trucking subsidiary of 

Southern Pacific Co=pany, neithe~ of which carriers entered an 
(6) 

appearance in this prccecding_ 

(4) Dec. 47333, J~~e 24, 1952, Appl. 32170 et a1., which was a 
consolidated proceeding for extension of operating :-ights. 

(5) Dec. 50080, May 25, 1954, Appl. 34892. 

(6) Dec .. 50908, Feb .. 1, 1955, Appl. 35802. , 
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The foregoing extensions ana acquiBl t'1ons 1~grQ authol'iZQd sueS0Q.uent 

to the tiling ot this application. 

Protest~~t~ gcnorally cXporionccd substontial incroasos in 

f;ross I')peratlng re.~'Vl3nues between 1949 and 1953. Also, during that 

period, Oy additicns to equipment C~ replacements with larger units,. 

they enlarged considerably their respective fleots. Some decrease, 

however, in the voluce of tr~ffic handled in the latter part of 19$3 

and ~arly portion "t 1954, as co:npared with preceding years, was 

noted by some of the protestant~. 

TrAffic Ch.?Nlctcristics - Sa:;. Fra!"lcisco-S~r. J(")A.ouir; VR11ey 

Tonn.q,go l'o.oving between San Francisco Bay points and 

San Joaquin Valley points is prodominantly southbound l.t.l. gencrcl 

co~odity traffic. Northbo~d it conSists primarily of dried fruits, 

cotton, wine and a few l.t.l. ship:nonts of general ccmmodities. 

Driod"fruit 2nd cotton shipments arc exe~pt commodities 1n interstate 

cor~erce and tbe record indicatcs that they constitute about 

90 per cent of' all .northbour.d tonnage of Pacific Freight Lines, 

Valley Mot-ors ar.d other carriers. Applicant, according to tho 

record, docs not appear to have participated in that northbound 
(7) 

move~ent in order to fill void space on its trucks. 

(7) Motor vehicles used in carrying agricultux21 commodities (not 
including :n~.nufactured products thcr I30f), if not u::;cd in carry­
ing any other property for compensation, arc oxempt from r~.te 
regulation of the Intcrst~te COt:l!!lCrCC Coc:nission (Sec. 203 (b) 
(6), Inters. Com. Act). Such tr~nsportation in interstate or 
foroign c~omorce betweon po1nts in C~lifornia is subject to the 
=in1mum rates established by this Co~ission (Dec. 50156, 
Jur.~ 18, 1954, C ..... SC No. $432 - Pet. 37). 

Minimum rntes .,.n fresh fruits and other i terns included in 
Minimum Rate Ta.:t'iff No.8, when such shipments arc moving in 
interstate or f.~rcigr. commerce :?nd a.rc oxcmpt from rate regula­
tion by the Int(~rstatc Cocmcrce C()mm1ssion, 'were madG 1nappli­
c.:lole to su.ch traffic for ~ six-month period com:nancing 
Novombor l, 19511-, pending heerings. (Dec. 50647, Case 
No. 5438 - Pot. 6, 53 CAl: F.U.C. ,41.) 

,... 
-1-



A"32456 SL _ 

ContAnt1ons of ARo11c~nt and Protestants 

Applica~t, in its brief, contends, in substance, that it 

should be srantcd the authority it requests because (a) it is ~lready 

operating in the ~ought territory under a :ultiplicity of interstate 

and intras~ate authority and certification of its intrastate 

op~ration= would rGzult in better service to the public as well as 

further the, cause of sOu""ld rcgulo.tion; (b) it ha:: adequate facilities, 

including diversified truck equipment, for the proposed operation and 

::uch additional fo,=ili ties ~,S might be needed -..rould require little 

capital invcst~ent; (c) its oth~r certificated intrastate operations 

nre substent1.'ll and ho.ve bccn conduct0d for l!any years, thus provid­

ing experience in t:he field of highway common ca.rriage; Cd) the 

needs of shippers \>;'ould be ::let at various points for open equipment 

and at San Joaquin Valley points for overnight, direct, cc=mon 

carrier service b~tween the valley and points south ot San Jose, 

including tho Montorey Bay area. 

Protestant~1 contention~, summarized, nre thnt (~) tho 

$ought territory, e:ipecially between San Frnncisco Bay pOints and 

Stockton, is already adequately served by common carrier facilit~ez; 

(b) applicant's intrastate operotions south of Stockton are so 

infrequent a$ to r~js0 no doubt in onyoncTs mind as to their radial 

character; hence, the rca:.ons favoring cortific~tion of radial 

operations of doubtful legality have no application here; (c) the 

ovailablc San Joaquin tonnage, inclUding exempt, northbound inter­

sta~e freight, is in:~ufficient to render -applicantfs participation 

therein profitabl~; (d) daily intra5tf:\t~ operations by applicant into 
" 

the valloy, in::tead (,r the infrequent trips it now makes, would tax 

its resources beyond the breakinS point; (0) applic2.nt's sh1pper 

witnesses who ~ere using p~otestantsf serVices, while generally 
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satisfied with those ~erviccs, would divert tonnag~ to applicant i~ 

a certific~lte were granted and thus further dilute tonnage handled 

by existing commo,n carriers, ~spccia.lly between San Francisco Ba.?", 

points and Stockt,:m; (f) direct single-line service between 

San Francisco and San Joaquin Vall~y points and single-line or 

through-rate serv:tco from tho valley to Sal1na~ and Montorey Bay 

points are available by existing coomon carriers whose services are 

adoquote between '~he terri tori~~ involved horoin .. 

Appl1CD.J:'lt and proto::tants ci tc various recent decisions 

of the Commission dealing with the granting or denial of cartificates 

in portions of th() territory here under concid~ration, or with tho 
(8) 

status of certain carrier operations. The authorities citod have 

been carefully corls1dered,as well as the argUI:lents of applicant and 

pr<"testant::. 

SummF,lry f3.pd Conclusions 

Applic.ult and its affiliates, like protestants, arc 

established and respons~ble elements of the transportation industry 

in this State. They all render important services reaching most of 

the inhabited portions of the State. From time to time, as various 

areas in the State have grown in population and industry, with 

consequent increases in volume of traffic, not only applieant but 

also protestants have sought to expand their services to keep pace 

with the unfolding situation. 

to) Applicant ci t,~s: Investisati0l'} ~f O'Oerations of' All Carriers of 
Pro'Oert:r:,.48 ( .. al. P.v.c. 587, 59/; §avage Transp. Co .. , et al., 
l+S Cal_ P.U.C~ 712, 719; Cl!il. Hotor Trans'Oort Co., Dec. 
No. 49805, Appl. No. 33984 • 

Protestants cite: Nolan v. P.V.C., 41 Cal. 2d, 392; Merchl!ints 
"::':'1:.:..,..:C;.,;:o:.::,r..:;'O..::,* v. Rcbertson Drayagc:! CO. 2 Inc., Dec. No. 47928, . 

No. 366~ Ciil.l. Motor T:-':?lls:port Co. ~ 51 Cal. P.U.c. 492, 503, 
Pacific Freight Lines 2 Dec. No. 4e~74, Appl. No. 31338; 
No. ~~8, Appl. No. j2907. . 
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In some cases, like thos~ involving the 9xtension of 

service of Californi~ Motors, Paoific FrGight and Merchants between 

S0n Fr~nc1sco and the Monterey Bay 13.rea, where those carriers had 

not theretofore operated directly, ~ostrict10ns were placed upon 

the operative rights granted to them in order to protect, to somc 

extent, the highway carrier first in the field. In other cases, 

notably those involving extension of service between the 

San Fr~nc1sco-Oakland and Stockton-Sacrc\l::ento areas, Similar 

restrictions were placed upon the rights granted and for much the 

saoc reasons. 

For a number of rcasons which we deem persuasive, we 

consider the cases cited by protestants to be distingUishable from 

the ins tent appliCi~tion. In the first place, applice.nt and its pre.­

decessor A-B-C Tral1sfer & Storage Compe.ny were conducting SUbstantial 

oper~tions in various portions of the territory between San FranCisco 

Bay pOints, Stockton and San Joaquin Valley points to Fresno and 

vicin1ty when appl:Lcnnt, ~,nticipating the acquisition of A-B-C's 

operative rights, filed the present applic?tion. True, those 

oper~t1ons, as wel:~ as the ones condUcted since by applic~nt and its 

affiliates, have bHen performed under a variety of authorities, both 

interstato and intrastate; howev\~r, to the extent that applican't and 

its associates havc~ been able to control traffic moving into that 

territory they have! been competitive with protestants and with 'o"ther 

common c?rrier: in the fiold who did not oppose tho application-­

Southern Pacific CClmp~ny CI,nd its subsidiary, Pacific Motor Trucking 

Company, to n2.lne two. Hence, the considerations that would persuade 

us to deny the applic~tion Or to impose restrictions on segments of 

the authority grant.ed, which might be present if applicant were a 

new operator or were soeking admission into occupied territory, are 
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not apparent in ~his case~ Moreover, the competitive situation in 

the common carrier industry is constantly changing as a result of 

pressures exerted by both internal and external factors, such as 

acc;,uisi tions by on~~ carrier of the operative rights or properties of 

another, developmeJlt of new techniques in the transportation of 

property, growth or redistribution of population and industry, and 

the ups 3nd downs ,,1' economic and political life at home o.nd abroad. 

In short, protest:Hlts have no vest~d right oi ther to il:mnmi ty from 

competi t10n or to ~,res0rvation of the status quo. 

Secondly, the Commission has declared that the requirement 

of stricter regulatory controls in the field of highway common 

carriage and the fact that such carriers must oerve the public 

without discrimination tend tow3rd greater stability. In a recent 

investigation into :arrier operations, the Commission in its deciSion 

pointed out that, under our otatutory scheme for regulation of 

certificated and permitted carriers, it is the operations of the 

permitted carriers 1~hich create problems and difficulties. Permitted 

carriers who might have cause to believe that their operations were 

open to question und~r judicial intcrprot~tions of the Public 

Utilities Code deal:.ng with highway common carriage were advised to 
(9) 

apply for certificates of public convenience and necessity. 

Although applicantfs intrastate operations from 

San Francisco to points south of Stockton have not been so frequent 

as to raise serious doubts concerning their radial n2ture, at least 

~~der current decisions of the Supreme Court of California, the 

practic81 consequences flowing froQ tho pozsossion o£ a multi~11city 

of operative ~uthority under which only partial use or eqUipment and 
othor rosourcos Can .log1timato~y bo mado, tone toward instability 

Invostig~tlon into OporAtions or All Carriors er propcrtv, 
,3 Cal. P.u.c. 366. 
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and economic waste throughout applicant's entire organization. If 

for no other rcaso~ than this, applicant's operative rights should be 

simplified. By so doing, however, we doubt that either applicant's 

hopes or protestants! fears, as antiCipated on the record, will be 

!'ully realized .. 

Finally, while the te~timony of shippers and receivers is 

by no means concluSive, there is enough in what they had to say 

respecting available service and that which they desired or hoped for 

from applicant's proposals, to persuade us that if the requested 

'authority were granted a definite public need would be met which is 

!lot .now being satisfactorily filled by existing common carriers in 

the territory. This is particularly evident in con."'lection 'with the 

rapid economic devel~pment of the territory. It is also evident in 

connection With the requirements, expressed by many shippers, for 

open equipment or for expedited service between San Joaquin Valley 

ane Mor.terey Bay points. 

We therefore conclUde, for the foregoing reasons, that 

applicant has justified the granting of the authority here sought .. 

o R D E R - - - --
Public r..earing having been held upon the above-entitled 

and numbered application, evidence and argument having been received 

and considered, the matter having been submitted for decision, the 

Commission now being fully advised and hereby finding that the public 

convenience ~nd nGcc~sity so require, 

IT IS RE:REBY ORDERBD that: 

(1) A c:ertificate of public convenience and n€cessi ty be 

and it is hereby granted to Highway Transport, Inc., authorizing it 

to operate as a highway common carrier for the transportation of 
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general c~~odities> exclusive of used household goods (uncrated), 

petroleum or liquid products in bulk, livestock (uncrated), and 

commodities in insulated and mechanically refrigerated equipment; 

(a) 

(b) 

Between San Francisco and Tulare, via U.S. Highways40 
(San FranciSCO-Oakland Bay Bridge), 50 and 99, serving 
all intermediate pOints and the off-route points of 
Visalia and Hanford, subject to the restriction, however, 
that no local service shall be performed between 
San Frar;,cisco and Hayward, both points inclusive, and . 
intermediate points, or between pOints intermediate to 
San Frarlcisco and Hayward; 

Between Gilroy and Tulare> via State Highway 152 and 
u. S. H:i.ghway 99, serving all intermediate points:; 

as a."l. extension and enlargement of a."ld to be consolidated with appli-

cant fS existing hj.ghway common carrier operative rights conferred by 

this Commission irl Decisions ~os. 35161, 35912, 38466, 40016, 40934" 

41595, 4279$ and l~4626. 

(2) Concurrently with establishment of service under the 

authority herein granted the operative right as a radial highway 

common carrier held by Highway Transport,) Inc., evidenced by Permit 

No. 3$-3526, and 1~he operative right between San Francisco and 

Stockton as a fre:~ht forwarder, acquired by applicant pursuant to 

Decision No. 473l:L in Application No. 33137, shall be revoked and 

applicant shall f:Lle on not less than five days T notice to the Com.­

mission and to th(~ public cancellation supplem.ents to all tariffs 

and schedules on file with this Commission in connection with said 

freight forwarder operation. 

(3) Ap:plicant, within thirty days after the effective date 

of this decision, shall notify this Commission, in writing, of its 

election to accep't: the certificate herein granted and shall also, in 

wri ting 7 advise the Commission of the date of c cmmencement of service 

under said certificate. 

(4) Applicant 7 Within sixty days after the effective date 

of this order and on not less than five days' notice to the Commisskn 
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and to the public, shall file appropr1ato tariffs or rates, rules and 

regulations for the service herein authorized. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at _-..;;~;;.;;;a_n_Fr:ul __ .... cisc.~.o __ , California, this 

day of _-..;C ___ A-;,/.L.;t.~/...;.~.:.o.,/ .:;:.y.....;;.., ... __ 

I 

Commissioners 


