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BEFORE tEE PUBLIC UTILItIES COMMlSSIONOF THE. srATE~OF"CALlFORNIA' . 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of BEe, Trucking Corporation~ a ) 
::orporat1on,o£ San Mateo, for a. >. 
certificate to::'operate asa" ) Applicat:LonNo.4652l' 
cement carrier (Application' ). 
No. T-60,,804, CM'r-G), Santa' )" ' 
Clara County, . et· aI, (File .. ' ) . 
No. T-60,804)... :! ' '. } " 

ORDER RESCINDING ORDERS GRANTING REHEARING, 

Applicant was granted a "cement csrrier"certi.fieate ,: 

by ex parte Resolution No. 13821, Sub. ,No. 72. '. 

A petition for rehearing. waS f11edbyM11e'S',& Son 'T~ctdng 
",' 

Service, Rock 'transport, Inc.,. and Applegate Dray3geCompany alleg- .. ' 

ing that applicant ha<l no,t conduc~ed operations in "gOOd'faith'~'"a~:::', 
required by Public Utilities co~eSection'i063, 'and"f~th~r: '~lie~ 

'\ .",' \.'. 

ing an affiliation with. a Shipper or shippers'o.f c.ement~,' . Sail!, 

petition was granted by Order Grant1n'gRehearing,dated'S~ptemberl~ 
. ,', " " "/ ' 

1964. 
,,' 'J • 

A second' petition for. rebearing was filedbY'Califomia·· 
.. ,'.' '; . 

Portland Cement: Company alleging: that- applicant 'did:not:.rende~. any' 

transportation service within- the tlgrandfatherperio'd"'tothe 
I . . ..1' ", 

Counties of Los Angeles, Riverside) or San Bernardino: in.that said 
• • , I , 

" !, ~ ", • , ." ." 

s!lipments were I1c 1J.uled'; by ElliS: transportationCompanY"and'. the: ..... 

freight charges on such shipments were paid :by', the- 'sh.i~~e~'tO::Ell:tS' . 
• ' • ' , J' .,1' 

, , 

Transportation Company~ Said petition was granted' by : Order' G:rant:l:ng" 
, ' ,." 

Rehearing dated September 22, 1964. 

InDeciSion No. 68397', dated December 22,"1964" Appl-:t-: . 

cation of Kenneth D~ FrBncisco~ et al~) the Co~i.ssion diseuSSed:', 
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the meaning of the words "good faithlt asemployed:.~in:Publ:tc:'.Ut11.:[ties: 

Code Section 1.063, and the stan4ards of proof reClu1red' of a su~cessful:: 

applicant for "grandfather" authority. . The Comm1ss10n:s'lso disCussed, ' 
. ' . 

and decided in that decision· its interpretation and.app-1178t:tori of ,.', 

Section 1063 as- to subhauling, and' prime 'c:arr1agewhereintwo' appli..:." 

cants for "grandfather" authority employ the' samemovement.to 
I' ~ , 

qualify for sueh authority. Pursuant t,o the ,criteria establiShed>: 

by Decision No. 68397, and the proof of· transpor~t!on' audde-livery., 
. '" .. ' 

submitted by applicant with its " application,. the: Comm1Ssionf1D;ds. ' 
.. ' ., 

that no useful purpose would be served by rehearing' 'o~f this matter,_ 

Therefore good cause appearing~ 

n IS ORDERED'that Orders Granting Rehearfng,c14ted'., 

September I, 1964. and September 22,. 1964, inthi'S; proceed1ng;,. 
" ,,"1 

al:e hereby rescinded.' 

'!he effective date of. this ordersh811'be ten days' 
, ," 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ·_.....:S:=a:n::::::..;;;Fra.n~;.;ds;;;SCO.;.;..,·· ___ , California, tb1:S'd.;'~ 

day of ___ F_ES_R_UA_R_Y_' __ , 1965. 
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