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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 1:'HE STA.TE OF CAtIFO!:1NIA 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of FORTIER TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, ) 
a corporation, to remove restric- ) Application No. 32510 
tions contained in certificate of ) 
public convenience and necessity ) 
as a highway common carrier. ) 

--------------------------------------) 
Edw~rd M. B,rol and Bertram S, Silver, for 

applic~nt. 

William Meinhold and Frederick E. Fuhrman 
by Fr~dertck E, Fuhrman, for Southern Pacific 
Company and Pacific Motor Trucking Company. 

Robert W. Walker and Richard K. Knowltofi' tor 
Santa Fe Transportation Company snd f e 
Atch1son, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company. 

Douglas Brookman, for Californ1a Motor Express, 
Ltd., Ca11forn1a Motor Transport Co., Ltd., 
Valley Express Co., and Valley Motor Lines, Inc. 

Gordon, Knapp and Gill by Hugh Cordon and 
Jos~ph CPrG111 for Pacific Freight Lines and 
Pacific e1ght Lines Express. 

Spurgeon Avakian, for Sterling Transit Company, 
protestants. 

Willard S. Johnson, for J. Christenson Company. 
James H, Lucas and Orv1ll~ A, Scbu1enberg1 for 

K1ngs County Truck Lines, interested parties. 

OPINION -----..--

By its app11cat101n1 as amended, filed June :Zl, 195'1, Fortier 

Transportation Company, presently rendering service as a highway 

common carrier for the transportation of general commodities between 

pOints in the San Joaquin Valley, on the one hand, and San Francisco 

Bay area points and the Los Angeles territory, on the other hand, 

seeks the removal of' restrictions limiting shipments to 5000 pounds 

or more and prohibiting through service between San Francisco Bay area 

pOints and the Los Angeles terri tOl:"Y. 

Public hearings were held before Examiner Daly at Fresno, 

San Francisco and tos Angeles, the matter being su'l:mitted on December 

7, 1954, upon briefs Since filed and considered. 

-1-



e 
A. 32,10 GH/$f** 

By Decision No. 4-2405' dotod J,:muo.ry 4-, 19l.r9, o.nd o.~ ) 
( amend€d by Decision No. 42508 dated February 1" 1949, in 

Applic.,tion No. 27278, applicant W3,S authorizod to op0rote 

as follows: 
generally ! 

,-J 

(1) Between S~n Francisco, South S~n Frnncisco, O~k1and, 

Alameda, Albany, Berk~lcy, EmerYVille ~nd Piedmont, 

on the one hand, and points between Chowch11l~ and 

Famoco, both inclusivo, on the other h~nd; 

(2) Between Los Angeles territory, on tho ono hand, and 

pOints between Famoso and Chowchilla, both inclusive, 

on the other hand; 
\ 

(3) Between $on Francisco Bay points, on the one hand, 

and Los Banos and Maricopa, both inclusive, on tho 

other hand; and 

(4) Between Los Angeles territory, on the on~ hand, and 

between Maricop~ and Los Banos, both points inclusive, 

on tho other hand. 

Service is authorized to all pOints laterally. within five 

m1les of the highways traversed on tho routes prescribed. 

Tho certificate' is subject to restrictions roading as 

follows: 

? 
( 
i 

"a. Applicant shall not transport o.ny shipment 
weighing less than 5,000 pou~ds, nor any 
sh1pm~nt which shall carry ~ ch~rgc lower 
th~n that applicable to shipments of not 
less than 5,000 pounds." -.J 

"c.. Applicant will not accept for shipment through 
traffic between terminal pOints in the 
San Fr~ncisco and Los Angeles Areas, nor 
shall any such traffic be transported under 
its perm1ts. 1I 

It was stated that the above restrictions wore sclt.1mposed 

for the purpose of separating Application No. 27278 from tho 

consolidated Savage group app11cnt1ons. After sorvice w~s commencod 
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~sserted difficulties were experienced in rendering a complete 

service to customers. As n result applic~nt used Commerical .. 

Transfer, Incorpor~ted, an affiliate company nnd permitted carrier 

~s ~ means of circumscribing the restrictions. This pr~ctice was 

discontinued in 1950 after an informal investigation by tho 

Commission. Since th~n applicant claims th~t it has not been able 

to respond to all of its shippers' requests and is unable to opcr~te 

in the most efficient m~nner. 

Applicant mn1nt~ins terminals at Fresno, Los Angeles, 

Bakersfield, San Pablo and Snn FranCisco. It owns and opcr~tos 698 

pieces of equipment, all but 195 of which could suitably be used 

to transport smnll n: well as hc~vy shipments. The proposod serviee 

would be daily except Sund~ys and holid~ys. 

For the year cnding December 31, 1953, applicant showed 

assets totaling $1,382,697, with liabilities am~unting to $708,63~ 

and a not worth of $67~,063. Although applicant indicated 

$3,720,719 in revenues for the yenr 19,3 it suffered ~ net loss 

of $46,650., 

Close to fifty ~ublic witnessos testified on bch~lf of 

applicant. For the cost part their test1~ony w~s directed tow~rds 

the remov~l of the ,OOO-pound restrict1on. Sevcr~l witnesses 

testif1ed to a need for through service. 

In brief, the witnesses stated, th~t they had used 

~pp11cant1s service on shlpments over ;000 pounds and wishcd to use 

it on nll.of their shipments. Of primary interest to many was 

applicant's proposed S~turday service. This appealed in particular 

to those engaged in supply1ng automotive p~rts and farm equipment 

1n cnses of emergency. Many expressed interest in applicant's 

proposal to transport over-length shipments of pipe and steel. The 
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existing c~rriers, 1t was asserted, failed to provide op~n equipment 

capable of tranoporting pipe and steel in lengths of 40 feet. In 

order to use the existing c~rrioro it w~s noc0ss~ry for scver~l 

witnesses to bce~ the inconven1ence and expens~ of having over-length 

stc~l cut in two pieces. 

Freigh'~ bills) as well as compiled data taken from t~eight 

bills,wcre introduced for the purpose of showing the existing 

serviees to be slow. An examination of thoso documents discloses 

that most ot the delayed shipments moved over weekends and/or 

holid~ys. 

Exhibit 37 was prepared by and introduced through a 

professor of bUSiness st~tistico at the graduate School of Business, 

Stanford University. It was designed to determine the futuro demand 

for freight transportation botw~en the proposed areas.based upon a 

consideration of certain general economic and population trends. 

The study indicates that tho demQnd for trucking s~rv1ce botween 

the areQS herein considered sho~ld increase about ;~ per cent 

during the p~r1od 1950 to 1960. The study w~s not prep~red for the 

purpose of determining whether there Qx1sts a present need tor 

Qdditional service. 

Protestants introduced evidence rel~ting to their 

respective operat1ons. In addit10n they prepared and offered 

exhibits covering shipments tr~nsportcd by them for various 

witnesses who testified on behalf of app11cant. The exhibits 

covered the last two weeks of M~rch and August, 19'*. They show 

an overnight service with an occasional weekend shipment. 

The appenrancc of J. Chr1stenson Company w~s changed from 

a protest."lnt to tha.t of an interested party upon a stipu1:1t1,.on 

that applieant would not transport shipments of less than ;000 

pounds requiring tecpero.ture control in tranSit. 
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It is clear that removal of the ,oOO-pound restriction 

would enable applicant more completely to meet the shipping needs 

~nd requirements of that portion of the ~ub11c which it prosently 

ocrvos. It is also clear that nn established carrier such as 

3pplicant should have the opportunity to generate whntcvcr 

through traffic it is able to develop between the metropolitan 

areas. 

During the course of hearing Exhibit No. 29 was received 

in eVidence over the objection of protestants. On June 10, 19$4, 

a petition was filed to set aside and remove said exhibit from 

cvicenco. The exhibit consists of data taken from freight bills 

kept in the files of the Buying Department of Mbrket Wholesale 

Grocery Comp~ny, doing business as Better Buy Grocers. It was 

introduced through the person in charge of the Department. He 

testified, he-wever, that Exh:!.bi t No. 2.~ was prepared by 

reproscntntives of applicant who were granted access to the files. 

Protestants contend that they were thereby den1ed the right to 

crosz-oxam1ne the p~rt1es who ~ctually preparGd the exh1bit and it 

should therefore be removed from eVidonce o 

At the time the exhibit was offered in ovidence it was 

made known to all parties thnt the freight bills were present in 

the courtroom ~nd available for inspection. In the circam~tances 

the petition is denied. 

After due consideration the Commission is of tho opinion 

and so finds that public convenienc~ 3.nd neecss1,ty require th.'lt 

the authority sought be granted to the extent here1nabove indicated. 
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,0 R D E R -- ......... _-
Application havins been tiled, a public he~ring held 

thereon and the Commission being in!ormed in the premises, 

IT !S ~y ORDERED: 

(1) That Decision No,_ 424o,5.da.ted JllnutLry 4, 1949, and as 

acended by Decision No. 42508 dated Febru~ry 15, 1949, in Application 

No. 27278, is hereby amended by deleting therefrom subpt.ragraphs A. 

and c. of order1ng ,aragraph (1). 

(2) That Decision No. 4240, dated J~uary 4, 1949, in Applica­

tion No. 27278 is hereby further amended by adding thereto th0 

following condition: 

d. Applicant shall not tr~s~ort shipm~nts 
of comcodit1es ~e1gh1ng 5,000 pounds or 
less \<lhich re~u:tre the \1S9 of special 
retrigerat10n or tem!?cr~.ture control in 
specially designed and constructed ro­
frigerated oqu1~ment. 

(3) That within sixty days after the effective date hereot, 

and upon net less than rive (lays t notice to the Ceomissio:n om"- the 

public, applicant shall amend its tariff presently on file ",r1th the 

Comoission to conform with the ~uthority horein eranted. 

The offective date of this order shall O~ twenty days 

aft~r the date hereer. 

~~ted at ____ --.~-San __ -~ ___ ~-·~-o--------, California, this 
0f... • 1 

/ IJ - day of_-,-~~~:,:_-_ -~ __ 

CommiSSioners 

Comm13:!1 onerJlat.t.h.e:q .•. J ..... P.R.Ql.~Y. t be1ng 
nocossaril~ ~bsont. did not part1e1~~t. 
1~ tho dio~o~ition of this ~roceodin~ 


