
Decis10n No._~_-_"3_0_·6_S_ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TrlE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Mntter of the Application ) 
of VAL~~ MOTOR LINES, INC., a ) 
eorporat~on, tor an extension ) 
of: its highway common carr1er ) 
certificates to include service ) 

Application No. 37188 

between OAXDALE, DON'NELL DAMSITE" ) 
a:ld a.ll intermediate points. ) 

-----------------------------) 
ORDER DE1TYING PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, 

RECONSIDERATION AND ORAL ARGUMENT 
BEFORE THE ENTIRE COMMISSION 

Protestants Sierra Railroad Company, Pacific Motor Tr~cking 

Company, Southern Pacific Company, California Motor Express Company, 

Ltd., and California Motor Transport Company, Ltd., have filed 

petitions for rehearing, recons1dert;l.tion a.nd oral argument before 

the entire Commission respecting the portion of Decision No. 52424~ 

rendered herein on the 28th day or December, 19$$, whereby Valley 

Motor Lines, Inc., was granted an extension of its certificate or 

pub11c convenience and necessity to operate as s. highway common 

carr1er between the pOints and p~aces ~nd SUbject to such restrlc-

tiona as in said decision authorized and prescribed. Rehearing 

was not requested by any party with respect to the part of 

D~e1sion No. 52424 whereby a certificate of public convenience and 

necessity was granted to Paul Burnette under Application No. 37297, 

which had been consolidated for hearing with the above-entitled 

proceeding. 

The Comm13~1on has carefully cons1dered the po1nts raised 

in said petitions. The points therein raised for the most part 

restate the matters contended for during the hearing of these 
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proceedings. No useful purpose would be served by restat1ng what 

has a~eady been said. 

The Sierra Railroad contends that Decis10n No. 52424 is in 

error 1n stating tQat its protest was primarily directed toward 

that portion of Valley's proposed service which would constitute a 

dup11eation of Sierra t s certifioatod truok serv1ce. The Commission's 

decis10n in this re'spect will be cla.rif1ed a.nd amp11f1ed. 

Sierra Railroad's petition for reh ear 1ng ' states that 1ts 

protest was and is directed to the entire application of Valley 

Motor Lines. Decision No. $2424- protected Sierra's local truck 

service, performed in its entirety east of Oakdale, by om1tting 

such rights from the grant to Valley. Sierra'S certificated truck 

services includes the r1ght to operate to and from Stockton. This 

right is protected by a specific restriction. That means that 

Sierra's protest 1s now focused on service such as it performed 

jointly w1th Pacific Motor Trucking Company from area.s other than 

Stockton. Since Sierra's exhibits pointed to the excellence of 

this service there is reason to be11eve it will be retained by 

Sierra and its connecting carriers. 

The petit10n for rehearing of California Motor Transport 

Company and 1ts affiliate depends primarily on their status as 

successor to Sonora Freight Lines, and w1ll bo den1ed. Ne1ther 

the evidence on which the Commission based its finding of convenience 

and necess1ty, nor the e'l:ridence relating to the opera.ting failures 

ot Sonora Freight Line~, are confined to the rela.tively short 
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period of tQe truck atrike in 19S5. 

In the 1igbt of the foregoing, said pet1tions for rehearing 

and reconsideration, as supplemented and amended, are hereby 

den1ed~ 

La. An--'- .. /..' "... ~ !)Qted at _______ e...,._es ____ , California, this v -day 
.. 

of May, 19$6. 


