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EEF ORE flf:'~ :a.;'II.RO.t1.D C Ol:icrSSIOK OF T:sE STATE OF CAI.!FCR N!A. 

In the Matter of tho Investigation on 
the Commission's own ~otion into the 
rates~ =ules, re~atio~s, charges, 
classifications, coctracts, ~ract1ces Case No. 3458 et ale 
and operations, or c~ ot the:, or 
Alameda Transpo=ta tioD. COI::.pax:y, a 
corpcration, et ale 

Ca:l R. Sc:b:u.lz, for E. V. Rideout Cotl~aDY. 

'lI.~ .i rrcCa-""'·" .... IV........ ....,~, for Port Costa Warehouse COtlP~Y • 

Gwy;l E. Baker, for Call1'omia !nla:cd. TIate~ 
Carriers' Conterence. 

John C. Sto=.e o.:ld. .AJ.lan F. M:ltthew, for The 
E1 ver Lin es. 

A. L. Whittle, ~or Southern Facific Company, 
Northwestern ?:lcitic Railroad Company and 
Petal~ & Santa Rosa Railroad Co. 

L. N. Bradshaw and J. P. Eaynes, for Sacramento 
Northern Rail vay c.nd. Western Pacific Railroad 
Cotlpeny. 

~Arl~S, Co~ssioner. 

OPI~"ION ON ~NG 

Upon peti t1oD. by E. V. Rideout f or rehearing and by its 

ord.er of Nove~ber 20, 1933, the Cocm1ssion instituted an in-

vestigation on its own :ot10n 1nto the rates, rules and regulations 

gove:::uiIlg the transportation by water of grain and grain products 

fro::l SuiS"1lD. to Port Costa, Ce.lifornia. 

By Decision No. 25406 (October 9, 1933) this Comcission, 



1 
atter extensive proceedings, invoJ.v1ng all inland water carriers 

includ1ng ~etitioner, prescribed a m1ni~um rate or 7 cents ~er 

100 :pounds O::l whole grain t'ro:l SUisun to Port Costa. 

Although petit10~er attended the original hearing and 

appeared as a witness therein, he asked reopening or the case, 

largely on the ground that he did not receive notice or said 

hearing and did :lot '.mderstand the issue or its relat1onsh1p 

thereto. 
While petitioner pu.~o::ed to show a ~rotitable operation 

to bo possible ~der a lesser rate tban the existing prescribed 

tlinitlUCl, we think his method ot operation completely tailS to 

support such a s~oW1ng. ~e record developee that petitioner 

ne1t~er owns any equ1p~nt nor pays anything tor the lease or 

rental of equipment and makes no allowances tor depreciation in 

its purported cost showing. 
Protest~t water and rail competitors here~ contend 

that the type of operation represented by petitioner and its 

purported cost showing do not warrant the Co~ssion prescrib1ng 

a rate reduction between these pOints which will be applicable 

via all carriers serving these pOints and that it other carriers 

1nterested in tbi $, proceeding were to :regard only the c cst ta.ctors 

wb1ch peti tione:- shows as attect1ng his operations, and :oake their 

rates acco:-d1:l.g~, :lost ot them would. be transporting this 

business at less than out-ot-pOCket cost. Also they insist that 

under the provisions ot the Public Utllities Act petitioner has 

no right wnatever to operate between these points. 

1 The River !.ines versus Rio Vi sta Lighterage CompaDY J Inc. et 
al., Cases 3617, 3621, 3622, 3623, 3633 and 3458. 
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In a subsequent related proceeding invol~ng a re-

View ot this sa~ situation the Co=m1ssion, by Decision No. 

27112 (May 31, 1934) declined to authorize a~y change in this 

rate as prescribed in Decision No. 26406, supra, and dismissed 

petit~onerts application tor lack of justitication ot proposed 

reduction on whole gra~ from SUisun to Port Costa. By 

original Decision No. 25973 (April 23, 1934) '~he Corr:rt1ssion had 

likeWise dismissed petitioner's application tor reduction in 

said rate upon the ground toot he had. not shown any operating 

rights between the pOints i~volved in accordance with ~e 1'1"0-
3 

visions ot Section 50(d} or the Public Utilities Act and prior 

to J'uly 1931, had never t1led. any tariff tor tbis transportation. 

This p::-oceeding should be distlissed. The tollowing 

form of order is ::-ecomcended: 

ORDER - ----

This matter hav1..'"lg been duly heard and. submitted by 

brier and ~he Comcission being fully adVised, 
IT IS ~~~y O?~ERED tbat this proceeding be and it 

2 In the Matter of t~e Applications of E.V. Rideout Company 
relative to rates on grain trOt:l SuistrO. to San Francisco,Oe.kla:ld, 
Alamed.a and Port Costa. Applica tions I~u:c."oe1"s C.?.C. 15-18594 
and C.R.C. 53-9706. 

The record shows tbat the first t~e E.V. Rideout CompaDY 
published. a grain rate tro:::l Suistm was or. July 1S, 1931. 

Section 50(d) of the Public Utilities Act bcca~ effective 
August :5, 1923. It req:u1red cert1!1cates ot public convenience 
and necessity to be obtained. by carriers operating on the inland 
wate.s of the State excent those ~* * * lawfully o~erat1ng 
vessels in sood taith un~er this Act as it existed prior to this 
amendment, under tariff's and. sched'Ules * * * 1a-m't:l.1y on fUe 
With the Railroad Ccmmission.~ 

3. 



is hereby d1sc1s~ed. 

and ordered tiled as the opinion end order ot the Railroad Com-

mission ot the State ot' Calitol"!lia.. 
IJ::::,-. 

Dated ~t San Francicco, Califo~n1a, this r day 

or June, 1934. 

CO:LUISsrONE:RS. 


