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Decision No. ‘0 !l y

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter 0L the Investigation on the
Comission®s own motion into the rates,
rules, regulations, charges, classifica~
tions, contracts, practices and operations,
or any of them, of Allen Bros. Inc.,

a corporation; D. W. Griggs, operating
under the fictitious name of American Ware-
house; M. Jasperson, oOperating under the
fictitious name of Arlington Van & Storage

GOmpaLy; Bekins Van Lines; Incs; @ GOIpOra-
tion: L. Otis Bireh, a corporation; Call-
fornia Fireprool Storage Company, a Corporm=—
tion; Galifornia Truck Compeny, Inc., &
corporaticm; W. E. FPessenden, operating undex
the rictitious name of California Warehouse
Company; Ceatral Werehouse end Storage
Company, a sorporation; H. G. Chaffee Tare-
house Compeny, a corporation; Helen Nicholson-
Lois Nicholson, co-partners operating under
the fictitious name of Chicmgo Vern & Storage
Company; L. E. Manor, operating under the
fictitious name of Citizens Warehouse; J. 4.
Clark Draying Company, Ltd., & corporation;
Curtis C. Calyear, operating wunder the fic~
titious name of Colyeex's Van & Stcrage CO.;
Cook-MceFarlend Company, . a corporation;
Davies Werehouse Company. a corporation; G.
Sekdahl, operating under the Iictitlous name
of G. Zekdahl & Son Warehouse COompany;
Tarmers Crain and Milling Company, & COIPOXT=
tion; Frank R. Peimateer and Robdext F.
Palmateer, co-pariners operating undexr the
£ictitious name of Fidelity Ven & Storage;
Globe Wesehouse Company, & corporation; E. J.
Eeyn, operating under the fictitious name of
B. & J. Truck & Warehouse Compeny; Jenninga
Nibley Warchouse Company, Ltd., & coXpora=
<on; F. C. Johnson; Roy B. Sunxer, operating
wmder the fiotitious name of Paciric & Crient
Dock; 0. C. Butler-X. A. Grundy, co=-rertners
orerating under the fictitious name o Pacific
Transportetion Compony; Paul Xent Truck CoO.
Tnc., a corporation; Lincoln Pireprocf Storage
Company, a corporation; Long Beach Transfer &
Werehouse Company, JInc., & corporation; Los
Angeles compress & Warebouse company, & <¢OTpora-—
tion; Metropolitan Warehouse Company, a corpora-
tion; Modern Warehouses Incorporeated, a cOXPOTa-~
tion; Outer Harbox Dock and Whert Company,

Case No. 3278.
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a corporation; Overland Terminal Warehouse
Company, a corporation; Pacific Coast

Terminsl Warehouse Compeny, a corporation;
Pacific Coxmercial Warehouse Ixc., &
corporation; Richards Trucking & Warehouse
Company, & corporation; Vern M. Osborn,
operating under the fictitious name of Salt
Lake Werehouse; Santa Fe Warehouse Compeny,

a corporation; Lisle L. Swmith, operatinmg umder
the fictitious name of Swith Bros. Truck Co.;
E. S. Stanley, operating under the fictitious
name of Star Truck & Warehouse Co.; Taylor
Milling Company; Tentk Streel Tarehouse
Company, a corporation; Union Terminsl Ware-
house, & corporation; Western Warehouse &
Trensfer Company, a corporation; Westlazd
Warerouses Iacorporated, a corporaticn; E. J.
Evens, operating under the fictitious name of
West Los Angeles Milling Compeny; Wilmington
Transfer & Storage Company, & corporation;
City and EHarbor Warehouse Ltd., a coxporation;
A. E. Drew, operating under the fletitious
rame of Herbor Warehouse; City Transfer and
Storage Compary, & corporatiom; L. E. Zimmer-
mep-A. F. Z2imwermsn, co-paxriners operating
under the fictitious name of Zimmermen Zrothers;
Seafoam Warehcouse Company, & corporation;
Crescent Warehouse Company, Lid., a corporation;
Hollywood Storage Company, &.cdorporation; en-
gaged in operating pubdblic utility werehouses in
the Cities of Los Angeles, Vernmon, San Pedro,
Tilmingtor, Eollywood end/or Long Beach, Cali-
fornia.
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BY THE COMMISSION:

FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL OPINION AND ORDER

Following the Commissionts Decision No. 25024 of August
1, 1932, wherein it was ordered that warehousemen in Los Angeles and
vicinity who had deviated from their filed tari:rfs' "forthwith d111-
gently and in good faith proceed to collect and collect the amount
of all such undercharges * * * ¥, respondent American Warebouse in-

rormed the Comnission that to the West of its knowledge and belielf

it had not deviated from its filed tariff in any Iinstances other




than those involved In Cases 3398 and 3467.1

- Upon further hearing had for the purpose of developing the
extent to whick respondents had complied with the order In Decision
25024, 1t developed that iz meking Iits audlt American Warehouse used
e tariff which it appeared was not lawfully In effect during a por-
tion of the period involved in this proceeding. This respondent was
thereupon directed to make a further check to determine whether ox

not there were any edditional instances Iin which its filed terift
had been violateds® It subsequently repoerted underchaxges aggrega-
ting approxizmately $150.00.

Respondent novw alleges that it never suthorized the file
ing of %he tariff which the Commission's files show was in effect

during a portiorn of the period mvolveds and that until the copy

was offered st the heering it in fact &1d not know that suck & tar-
1 was in existence. For these reasors it asks that 1t be relieved
from collecting charges ir accordence therewith.

The title page of the tariff shows that it was {ssued for
respondent American Warehouse by its agent. It develops however
that thic agent at the time relssuwed numerous warehouse tariffls un-
der instructions from the Los Augeles Warehousexen's Association,
during whick time the tarir?s in questiorn was appa::éntly ftiled with=-
out speciric authority duil under the presumption that respondent de=

sired to have its tariff reissued.® The agent at the time did not

l A. W. Adams vs. D. W. Griegs American Warehonse) and A. W. Adams
et a8l VvS. seme, Decision &5 7%3‘ oF MaTch 7, 1903

2

Decision 2618 of July 24, 1833,

3 warehouse Teriff No. 3, C.R.C. No. 3, filed December 4, 1920, to
yecome effective December 6, 1920. ‘

4 Rospondent wes tormerly a xembder of the Los Angeles Warehousexen's
Association dut withdrew Ifrom the Association shortly before the tar-

$7¢ in question was issued.




kold & powexr of attorney authorizing 1t to issve tariffs for re-
spondent. Under the circumstances collection of the undercharges
here involved should be waived. Trerefore, good cause appearing,

I7 IS EEREBY ORDERED that respondent D. W. Griggs, opera-
¢ing undor the fictitious name of American Warehouse, be and he is
hereby authorized and directed to walve collection of the underchar-
ges lavolved iIr this proceeding which resulted Irom his feilure to

apply the rates shown in his Warehouse Tariff KNo. 3, C.R.C. No. Se
IT IS EEREEY FURTHEER ORDERED that ix all other respecis

pecision No. 26181 of July 24, 1933, in the above entitled proceed-
ing shall rewain in full force and effect.
Dated at San Francisco, California, tils ? y day

of January, 1934.
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