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JUGDO, J.:

This is a petition for the review of the decision of the Public Service Commission granting the respondent Jorge
R. Floro a regular certificate of public convenience for the operation of an auto-truck service, with a proposed
equipment of thirty-five (35) units, for the transportation of passengers and freight, on the following lines:

Rotonda (Rizal City) Plaza Gaiti
Plaza Goiti - Baclaran via Taft Avenue
Plaza Goiti - Baclaran viaF.B. Harrison, and

Plaza Goiti - Libertad via F.B. Harrison.

The petitioner Fortunato F. Halili, a pre-war TPU operator, filed opposition to the application on the grounds that
prior to the war he had already been rendering transportation service along the said route; that the service at
present is sufficient and adequate; that he has preference over the applicant to cover said lines; that if there is any
deficiency he is ready and willing at any time to supply same; that the granting of the application would give rise
to ruinous and unfair competition; that applicant is not financially capable of operating and maintaining the
service applied for; and that the emergency certificates issued by the Public Service Commission have not yet
expired as the emergency still exists.

The Public Service Commission granted the application and the petitioner comes to this Court with the petition
for review of the decision of the Commission, praying that it be reversed.

In this Court, the petitioner makes the following assignment of errors:
"l

"The Public Service Commission erred in not holding that the service rendered by the buses of the petitioner
together with those of other operators on the linesin question is sufficient and adequate.

"The Public Service Commission erred in holding that public necessity and convenience warrant the grant to
the respondent of a certificate of public convenience in said lines and in authorizing the respondent to increase
his equipment.

"1
"The Public Service Commission erred in not declaring that the service proposed by the respondent would

merely constitute a ruinous and unfair competition with the established service of the petitioner.
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"IV

"The Public Service Commission erred in not holding that the petitioner, being the old and established operator
on the said lines, has the preference to put up such additional service as the Commission may deem necessary
on the said lines.

"V

"The Public Service Commission erred in not holding that the respondent is financially capable of operating
the service proposed by him.

"VI
"The Public Service Commission erred in granting the respondent a certificate of public convenience.”

The trial was held before Attorney Generoso Almario of the Public Service Commission who had been
commissioned to take the testimony of the witnessesin this case, without any objection from any of the parties.

The parties, in their briefs, discuss the increase of the population of the City of Manila and neighboring cities and
municipalities, including the City of Pasay, although no specific evidence on the point was presented at the trial. It
isafact of general knowledge that the population has increased by more than fifty percent (Special Bulletin No. 1
and Supplement thereto, issued by the Bureau of Census and Statistics, cited by the petitioner), while the number
of public service buses and the passenger and freight capacity of each are about equal to the total carrying
capacity of the buses rendering service before the war.

Testimonial evidence was presented before the Commission which tended to prove that the passenger buses were
overcrowded and overflowing and not sufficient in number, to the great danger and discomfort of the passengers.

The allegation of the oppositor that he can fill up the deficiency at any time is not worthy of consideration,
because he should have applied to the Commission for that purpose before the respondent had presented his
application and made the requisite preparations for increasing his carrying capacity.

The oppositor has waived his preference, if he had any, in supplying the deficiency.

The oppositor contends that the respondent is not financially able to render the additional service applied for. The
Commission found otherwise from the evidence submitted, stating that by virtue of an emergency certificate the
respondent had been serving along the line above mentioned with an equipment of twelve (12) units. The total
assets in his transportation business amounted to P109,382.94. He had a deposit of P5,000.00 in a bank and a
credit line of P35,000 in the Philippine Trust Company. In the year 19W he had a gross income of P352,141.17
from passenger fares and operating expenses of P344,307.96, or a net profit of P7,793.21. Together with his
brothers and sisters he owns real estate valued at approximately one half million pesos. He has already made
reservations with the Liddell Motors Inc. for twenty-three new trucks.

Section 35 of Commonwealth Act No. 146, known as the Public Service Act provides, among other things, that
the Supreme Court has jurisdiction to modify or set aside an order, ruling, or decision of the Public Service
Commission "when it clearly appears that there was no evidence before the Commission to support reasonably
such order, ruling, or decision, or that the same is contrary to law, or that it was without the jurisdiction of the
Commission.

It is not pretended that the decision under review is contrary to law or that it was without jurisdiction of the
Commission.

After areview of the evidence presented in connection with the arguments of the parties regarding the conclusions
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of fact reached by the Commission, we find that there is ample evidence to support the decision in question with
very cogent reasons; we are not at liberty to substitute our own findings of fact for those of the Commission
reasonably supported by the evidence even if we had some plausible ground to make the modification, which in
the present case we do not have.

In view of the foregoing, the decision under review is affirmed, with costs against the petitioner.

IT1SSO ORDERED.

Paras, C. J., Feria, Bengzon, Padilla, Tuason, Reyes and Bautista Angelo, JJ., concur.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 4
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G. R. No. L-3465. October 25, 1951

Study smarter at BATAS.org

The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippinelaw library - freefor everyone.

More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came fromit.

Audio case-brief lectures.

Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.

Complete, sequenced courses for al eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

Thefull law-school curriculum.

One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock examsthat tell you whereyou stand.

Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keepsyou on pace.

Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org

The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 4
Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



