
?~O;1 ~7 Deo1.:::10::. No. __ """ __ ._~_.J~ __ 

In the ~tter o~ the SU$pe~sion ) 
by the Commission on its ~ motio~ ) 
o~ reduced m1n~ naced o~ or1gi:e1 ) 
~c.ge 40 ot Loce!' :E':'e1ght Te.:ritt ) 
No.4, C.R.C. No. 4 o~ ~'rE~ TEO'C".! ) 
LmES, LTD. ) 

... .... /. 

Case 1\0. 3646. 

Robert v. ~ardie tor res,ondent, Wes~ern Truck 
L:!.:o.es, Ltd~ 

TN. E. ~cM1llent tor The Atchison, Topeka and 
s~ta Fe P~lway Co., interested ~arty. 

R. C. Bliss, tor 1nterestea parties, Southern 
?ac1tic"Ccmpa:lY and ?e.cit1e Motor Tre.nspo:-'t 
Co:npany.' 

7:S'! 'fTo .. : CO~SI ON: 

The taritt item ~der considoration is No. 1000 

. conta1ne~ in orie1~o.l Page No'. 40 ot T;estern Tl'Uci! I,inez, I.td~, 

Local Freight Ta=1tt No.4, C.E.C. No.4, 1sznee ~uly 8, 1933, 

ettect1ve August 10, 1933, which wac su~ended by our order 

dated July 31, 1933, ~pon receipt ot a ~rotestins petition 

sig:.ed. 'by 16 certifieated t:::uck 11nes operating in t:c.e vicinity 

0-:: Los Ane;eles. 

A ~ub11e hearing was held betore ~1ner Geary a~ 

Los Ansele$ Sel'te:uoer 12, 1933, and the proeeed.ing was-then 

submitted.. 

The item ~roviaes that tor package shi~~ents mov1:g 

between Glendale and Los .bGele~ the m1ni:om. charGe 5'1lall 'be: 

16 pounds or less • • • • • • • • • • • • 25£ 
21 po~es and over l6 pounds ••• • • • 30~ 
25 pou::.ds e.:.d over 21 pounds .... • • .. 3si 
3l pounds e.:ld over 2S po't1:lds ••••• • 4Ot, 
OVer 31 :poune.$ ..... .. • • • • • .. 50£' 

," 

At the hearing reSllondent vol'Wlta..""1ly proposed 17!":':c'~ 
,.,' 
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ot the suspe:lded 1te:: the tollovr1r.g :::1n1mtm:t charge:): 

16 pounds or less • • • • • • • • 
25 po~ds a:ld over 16 pounds ••• 
OVer 25 pounds •••••••••• . 

•• 25~ 
• • • 351£ 
• • • SO~ 

At the p=esent time the tariff provides that the ~n~ 

charge shall be tor 25 po~ds or less 35~; over 25 pounds 50~; 

therefore this pro,osed c~ge results o:1y in 0. reduction ~aere 

the package weighs 16 po'lJ!l.ds or less. 

The ~tor.m :1:1mam ceerse now in ettect was ~ub11shed 

by authoritj ot our Decision ~o. 24853 ~ Appliea~1on No~ 18127, 

under date ot ~~e 13, 1932, (37 C.R.C. 650) ~d was responz1ve 

to e petition filed "oj Lewis A. Monroe, Agent on behalf of s~e 

27 COI:mlO!l carr1er truck freight lines operat1:.g 1:1 the 103 A:l,geles 

~terurben district. ~~& justit.1cat10n tor estab11Sh~ a un1!or.m 

charge in this part ot Southern California wa~ based. upon the CO::l-

tention and proor that m1nimu::s ot d1ttere!lt volume assessed. by 

the competing carriers between the same ,oi:tz, espec1al17 betw~on 

the City ot los Anseles and the Earbor, resulted in mneh co:tus1o~ 

a:d ~any eo~~la1nts trom the shipping pub11c. ~Ae ~estern Truck 

Li~es, Ltd. was a partie1pant in ~pp11eation No. 18127 and ~b1i$hed 

the 35 e.:l.Q. 50 cent mnimc:m. charge rule elollg With the ot1ler car­

riers, ettective August 26, 1932. 

Responde~t test1t1ed, however, in this proceed1~ that at 

the t~e tAc,standard =i~i~ ch~rsec were agreed upon, he Was not 

in entire e.ceo,~d wi~h the other opcrators e.z to the results which 

would obtain in eonnect1o~ with the sh1p~e:ts be~een Los Angeles 

~d Glendale. Although, hav1~ made his objections to the assoc1a-

t.ion me:r:foers, !:lany ot' whotl o:pere.te heavy trucks and do !lot desire 

:nn1::mm charge shipments, he nevertheless ~ee~ to t.Jle te.r1tt 

changes with the reservation that future adjustments would pro~e.bly 

be necessa.-y. This respondent is in competition ~th the U:1ted 

Parcel Service, wAich comp~y provides in its ter1t.r tor a ~1~imum 

-2-



~e.rse 0: 9 ce:o.ts pel' shipment ~lu:; 1 ce:lt per pou::.d, thus making 

the cos~ tor 16 po~ds 25 cents, with greater charges as the weiGht 

o! the sh1,me~t increases, ~d this cam~an1 as well as other express 

c~pan1es and co~t:-act ca.-r1ers, because or the1rmore favorable 

charges, have attraete~ the package shipments. Immediately upon 

the pub11cat1o:l ot the now etteetive m1n~ charge or 35 and 50 

cents, this respondent test1t1e~ that the shipper or small packages 

'd.eserted his company and transterred thei:- business to the eOtl-

peti:og li:tes. 

The record shows that a d,1t:ere:lt si~t1on e%1sts as 

between Los Angeles and Glen~e than prevails in o~er parts or 
the ~oee.l t.erri tory. Onl:r o~e of the 15 :proteste.ntz aett!Q.U,. 

operates a package service to Clendale ~d theretore the major 

grou~ is not ~ged b7 reason 0: this proposed var1atio:l 1n the 

standard l:l.in1:m.m:. charges t.o Glendale. Notices were SO!lt to all. 

who sig:o.ed the petition requesti::.g the suspe:S1o:l, but :lot a 

sinele w1t:less appeared to justity t:he!r prayer or to show that -:he 

and com.pet:1 ~ive eond1 t1o:::.s eXisting be~"D'ee:l loe 1t.:lgeles and Glendale. 

The Co~s3io:c. in reaching its eonclus1o~ must be gov­

erned by t:he reco:-d :lad.e 1:1 the individual proceed,1::.g a::.d proteste;::.ts 

2laving ta11eC!. to p:::-ove the1r eO:ltont:io:.s as set :orth 1::. the petitio::., 

and respondent haV1ns ju.st1!ied. the charges, we are of the opin1o~~ 

t:hat the suspe~io:c. order shou1~ be vaeat:ed. and this proceeding 
d.1seont1:c,'o.ee:. 

Respondent: it it eleets may publish t:hc otter ot ~~ 
charges or 25, 35 a:ld SO ce:tts. 

ORDER 

Upon consideration o~ all t:he faets ot record, and good 
cause appearing there~or, 
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• • 
IT IS ~: OP.!mU:D thc.t O'UI' order or J'uJ.:r 31, 1933. 

1::. the above entitled :Proceeding ~ as exte!lded, sus:r;>e:.e.1~ :'teI:1. 
No·. 1000 ~g1nal. ?age NO. 40 :.oee.l :Freight :er1:tt' ~;o. 4, C.R .. C. 

No.. ~ 0-: "l;es.te::::. Truck !.ines, Ltd., 'b~ ano. i t 1~ hereby vc.eated. 

e.nd set as!.~e- as o~ Cetobe:::- 27, l.9ZS. 

I!' IS ~y OE'CSZFl'i':·t C~zaD that this ~n~oeeed.1ng 'be 

an~ it is hereby ~1sco:!ltiJlUed.. 

DatEXl. at. Se.~ F:a:le1:eo, Ca11torr.ia, this.23dL da'y 

01: October, ~95S_ 

oc:::. v 

~~ Cp.J.IJ~ , 


