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HULL, J.:

This is an appeal from orders of the Public Service Commission in which it finally permitted respondent-appellee
to operate one Ford truck once a day between Subic and Olongapo, Philippine Islands. Both parties are operators
of trucks under certificates of public convenience and necessity within the Province of Zambales. There is also
another operator between the points in question.

This question has been repeatedly before the Public Service Commission. On a complaint of petitioner-appellant,
the Public Service Commission dismissed, the complaint, in other words permitted the operation. Subsequently,
the Public Service Commission ordered respondent-appellee to stop operating over these eleven kilometers, and
that order became final. Subsequently, he asked permission to operate one truck one trip a day over this route,
which was granted by the commission. On reconsideration, the Public Service Commission denied it, and on
reconsideration, it regranted it.

That the Public Service Commission should be confronted with the necessity of making six decisions on the
question whether, one Ford truck should be allowed to make one trip a day over eleven kilometers, shows a most
peculiar and unjustified abuse of the privileges of litigation. The evidence clearly shows that the two operators
now on this territory often operate their busses virtually empty. One of the operators, petitioner-appellant, stands
ready to increase his service should the Public Service Commission decide that it is for the interests of the public
so to do.

Where two operators are more than serving the public, there is no reason to permit a third operator to engage in
competition with them. The fact that it is only one trip and of little consequence, is not a sufficient reason to grant
it.

There is a real public interest in this matter which seems to have been lost sight of. The Public Service
Commission and the courts are maintained at considerable expense to the public at large. Litigious and
contentious applicants for the right of using our highways for the purpose of carrying a few passengers should not
be permitted so to monopolize the time of the Public Service Commission as to render it difficult for that body to
attend to the many important and complicated questions involving real public interests presented to it for action.

The last orders in this case are without real foundation in the evidence of record and are contrary to the principles
this court has enunciated in Batangas Transportation Co. vs. Orlanes (52 Phil., 455), and Visayan Rapid Transit
Company vs. Viajante Interino Co., G. R. No. 36262.[1]

The orders appealed from are therefore reversed, with costs against the appellee. So ordered.

Avanceña, C. J., Malcolm, Villa-Real, and Imperial, JJ., concur.
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[1] 57 Phil., 974.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 38586. August 18, 1933

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 3

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for 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 from it.

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 all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full 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 exams that tell you where you 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 keeps you 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.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 38586. August 18, 1933

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 3

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org


