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In the MStter o! the ~pplication of 
~illia~'E. Gregg for authority to 
increase froight rs tes • 

. 
In tho ~tt0r ~f the Application of 
John T. Nickols for auth~rity to 
increase freight ratos. 

In the ~tt0r of the Applic~t1on of 
George 7tright for authority to 
increase freight rates. 

In tho ~tter of the ~ppli~ation of 
S. ~oodbr1dge (~oodbr1dgo Trans~or
tation Company), for authority to 
increase freight rates. 

) 
) Application No.59S3 
) 

) 
) Application No.598' 
) 

) 
) Application Ro.5985 
) 

) 
) 
J ~pp11cation No.5980 
) 

In the ~tter of the Application of ) 
J. o. Silveira (Silveiru' T~~spor- ) A~plication No.5987 
tat10n Company), to increase freight, 
rates. ) 

In the ~tter of the ~pplicstion of 
O. J. Stanchfield, G. T. Leitch and 
M. E. Enos (~iver Transportstion 
Company), for authority to increa.se 
ire 19h t ra tea • 

) 
) 
} Application No.59Sa 
) 
} 

~ the' ~4S,tter ot the l..pplice tion of ) 
J. T. Fletcher (~ire Transportation) Applicstion No.5989 

·COI:lPe.ny) for authority to increase ) 
freight rates.. ) . 

David ~. Levy, for a~~licanta. 
Seth ~nn for S~n Prancisco Che~ber o~ Commerce. 

C?!N'ION 
-----~ ... -

Applicants herein ~re ~ngaged in the transportation of 
freight botween Stockton, S~cracento, San Francisco and inter-

mediate points and landings on the S~ Joa~in, Sacreoanto, 



Mc,keli,.u"'-e, Old and. :.!idd.le 3ivers and. the ir tributa.ries. No 

atto~pt is ~de to ma~t~in regular ti~e scneaules. ~ssels 

being despa.tched for ca.rgo whenevor and wherove= of!ered 

Within the general ~ield of operations., For the most part. 

commod.ities carried. cons!S of farm, orchard and go.rden produots 

moving to :ne.rkets d.ur1!lg more or less well defined shipping 

sea.sons. Returr. ca.rgo being rarely obtainable t vessels either 

await orders at destination. under e~nse, or sail for home 

ports empty. The haulin~ of supplies and equ1:pmant between 

producing pOints constitutes the major portion o~ the limited 

off-season bug~ess. ~ur1ng such periods some of the a.ppli-

cants do not opera.te tbeir vessels. which remain tied u~ pe~d-

1ng the tend.er o~ justifiable tonnage. Vessels of the barge 

a~d tow~oe.t tYFe are used e.lnlost exclusively in this service. 

headquarters o~ each a.~p11cant being located at Stockton. 
~ith one exception, rate sched.ules now on file by applicants 

became effective in 19l9, being in oost oases the respeotive 

elleg& that tho cost o£ la.bor~ fuel. material ana su~~lieB 
necessary in the o~erat1on of their vessels has greatly in-

creased 31nce ~he ~~l1n5 o~ t~r1~~s now in e~~oot. It is also 

alleged ~hat the Droposod rates are fair and reasonable ~er 8& 

and that a~p11cants cannot successfully operate their e~uip -
~nt under existing sohed~es. 

~t the henrings held in San Francisco on Se~tember 15th 

and 30th, respectively, a numeer of witnesses testified on be-

half of applicants with reference. to the character, cost, and 

depreciation o~ vessels and equip~ent. and also as to general 

operating conditions connected with the servioe. By agree-
~ent, the te3timony on oehslf of River ~raDSportat10n Company 
was admitted as to each applicant, insofar. as relevaat, 
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indiv1du~l car~1ers su,plementing the sa:e with d3tails affect-

ing their respective services. Applicants· claims With %Gfsr -

ence to increased operating costs arising subsequent to the es-

tab11sJlment o~ present cha.rges were supported in each instance 

by uncontradicted oral testi~ony. zae ohief items of inorosse4 

expense were shown to be laoor and tuel, applicants being Obliged 

~t the present timet and for ·so~e months past, to use gasol1ne 

costing twenty siX (26) oents per gallon in lieu of distillate 

formerly obtainable at a maximum of 12 cents per gallon. Labor, 

according to the testimony, ranges 5~%'h1gher and is much less 

efficient than in 1918. As representative of the general situ-

ation. 3.iver ~rs.l'lSl>ortation Oompany, with a.:l investment 1n float-

ins equipment of approximately $18,000.00, ~ and gross revenue 

of $43,922.95 in 1919, shows a profit for that y~~ of $426.45~-

which. however, takes no account of depreciation. In the 

single instance where an a~parently fair =srgin was realized,-

that of the E~pire Barge Company,- it was shown to have been 

abnormal and due to strike conditions which tied up co~pet1ng 

equipment. res~ting in capacity hauls for said carrier during 

the harvest rush sesson of 1919. 

Con!l1ct1ng opinions on t~e question of a proper allowa~ce 

for t~e no~al deterioration of vessels and equipment were 

brought out at the hearing, indioating a wide variation in t~e 

practices of this class of carrie.:' in the ::latter of cbarg1ng 

off ~ual depreciatio~. ~ates authorized in the accomp~y1ng 

order. however. are independent of the depreciation claims made 

by the applicants herein. 

I e~ of the opinion that the rates re~uested have been 

justified and shoul~ be granted. It wi 11 oe necessary that 
certain mod1f1cstion;of tbe rules and reguls~ione proposed b7 

applicants oe made in the interest of clarity or to bring 

the same within the Comm1szion's p=eviously published orders. 
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The proper depa·rtmont will flee to it th.o. t these suggostions aro 

cerried out, end that tariffs of teese carrier contai~ no impro,er 
provisions. It be~g impossible, ?y reason of var,ying operating 

conditions, to !o~esee the net result of 1ne~eases authorized in 

the ncco~anying order, each applicant will be re~1red to keep 

methodica.l and cO::lprehensive records of its roveniles and expenses 

for a period of six ::lonths beginning Novenber 1,1920, and at the 

end of such :period f-::.rnish to the Comm!.ssion e full rji)port covering 
operations under the new rates. If justi!ied by th·ese reports, 
tho matter may again be taken ill' by the Cocm1so!on. 

! recocmend the following :form of order -

7r1lliam H. Gregg, John T • .:iioAols, George '.i'right, 

s. 7;oodbr1dge (7100db~1dge Transportation CO::lpany), J. C. Silveira. 

(Silveira Transportation CO::lpa~J, O. J. Stanch!ield, et al., 

(3.1 Vel" Transportation Com:pa.tlY'), J. T. Fletcher (EmJ?ire Transpor-

tation Company), having filed applications with this COmmission 

requesting 8.uth»ritj to make certain increases in rates f~ the 

transportation of !rei~t between Sacramento
9 

Stockton, San 

Francisco end other spec1fie~ pOints ~d landings on the Sac~nto, 

San Joaq,ui:n, ;:'okelumne, Old and I,riddle' Rivers end tributary waters; 

hearings having been held thereon, a~d the matter hav~5 been sub-
mitted.,-

I~ IS EZ?E3Y ~0U1TJ) .s.,S ,J;. P~=T tha.t the eXist1!J.g rates of 

applicants, insofar as they conflict with rates herein establiShed, 

are unjilst and noncompensatory; and that the rates fixed by this 

o rde r :::lore jus t and re as ona. b le • 

Basing this order ilpon the foregOing :finding of fa.cts and 
upon other statements in the precea~g Op1n1on,-



I~ IS ZE?33Y CBDERED by the Railroad Commission of the 
State of California that the above named carriers be and they 

are hereby authorized to publish, file and thereafter oolleot 

rates and enforce rules and regulations as set forth in the 

~roposed tariff accomp8~ving the respective applioations, suoh 

propcsed rules and regulations to be mOdified. a.nd amended. 1n 

accord.ance with the opinion which precedes this order. 

The forego~g opinion and oxder are hereby a~proved ana 
ordered filed as the opinion and order of the Railroad CommiSSion 
of the State of California. 

1/ '''-' Dated at San Fr~oisco,California, this __ ~_~ _____ day o~ 
Ootob-er, 1920. 

~ 
.-'-' 
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