
Decision No. 283fl3 • 
BE..'ti'ORE 'mE RAILROAD CO:mSSION OF '!'HE ST.U'E OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Ap~licat10n 01' 
R-K MOTORS, INC. tor relief, under 
section 11 ot the Highway Carriers t 

Act (Chapter 223, Statutes 1935) . 
trot). the :mi:cinram ratos on J?acldng 
ho~se products and other co~odities 
transported tor SWift & Co., hereto­
tore established by the Commission 
in. Case No. 4088, Par t " Aft • 

~p11cation No. 20679. 
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E. W. Hollingsworth, for applicant. 
H. M. 'Wade, tor Wade Tre.nst'er Company. 
L. L. Foley, tor SWitt & Co. 
Berne Le-qy, tor The A.tchison, To~eka and Santa 

Fe Railway Company. 

BY T.8E COMMISSION: 

~plicant, a corporation engaged in business as a high­

WB:1 contract carrier, seeks authority under section 11 ot the High-

way carr1ers' Aet "to mainta~" the rates it now assesses and ool-
. ~ 

leots 'tor the transportation ot property tor the acoount of SWift 

&. CO. between San Francisco and SOu.th San l're:c.cisco on the one hand 

and Los .A.Ugeles, San Diego and intermediate points on the other 

1 
hand. 

'!'he matter was 3\lbmi ttea. at a public hearing had before 

1 J't1st, reasonable end non-discriminatory mi.n1mum rates tor the 
transportation. or property in lots ot less than 4,000 pounds 'between 
points in California served by COIllJnon carriers, except. trom or to 
po in ts in the Co~~ella and. Imperial Valloys sou.th ot IndiO on the 
one hand, and othe= points in California on the other, yere estab­
lished. in Decision No. 2876l in part 'itA." or Case 4088 (39 C.R.C. 
732) and ue now in. e:f'f'eot. 

l. 



~m1ner Johnson in San Francisco. 

It is not clear trom the application or the record in 

what instance, if any, authority to assess and eollect rates and 

charges lower than the m1n1mam rates heretotore established tor the: 

transportation: ot prope:rty in lots of less than 4,000 pounds is de­

sirable or neee$sary. Counsel for ap,pl1eant quite trankly stated 

a.t the hearing that reliet under Sec't1on 11 ot the Righway Carriers' 

Act vas not sou~t sp6c1t1cally, and that it was controversial as to 
whether ~ rel1e1" is necesssr7· 

The record shoW's that e,pp11cant usually operates one truck 

uni t northbotUid trom Los ,.t\ngeles and one truck unit southbound 1'rom 

San Francisco daily, transporting property tor SWift Be. Co. Practi­

eallY' all shipments are moved in truckload lots. .A;pprox1mately 75 

per eent. ot the tr~r1c hand.led. moves between san Franoisco and:. Loa 

~les, but ~11t deliveries are made en ro~te at inter.mediate 
. 2 points. Shipmetl.ts ot less than full truckloads moving !rom SOuth 

Sen Francisco to points beyond LOS Angeles ere transported to Loa 

.Angeles by app1ice:a.t, and there: forwarded 'by other carriers, while. 

tull truckload shipments are transported thrOu.gh to San Diego OIt. 

applIcant'S equipment. In addition, it is said that spli't p1ck-u:ps 

are made ror SWift &. Co. at Sell Francisco, SO,ut,~ sen Franoisco and 
I, I , -

Los .Angeles. In each instance however split pick-up shipments are 

moved under one 'bill or lading. Whether both split pick-up end 

~lit delivery service are rendered in connection with tae sane 

shipment, the record does not show. 

2 It is alleged that deliveries of less th~ 4,000 pounds are 00-
casionally made at points not dlrectly intermediate between South., 
San FranciSCO end. Los .AXl.geles, bu.t the record tails to show that " > 
such Shi~ment3 have actuallY been transported. 'by applicant. 



For the transportation service it renders, applicant 

assesses and collects charges on the basis of rates ranging trom 

$4.50 to $10.00 per ton, depending upon tne length ot haul. 'Whether 

or not these rates are intended tor application on trnckioad ship­

ments only, the record d.oes not show, although the testimoIlY' indi-

cates t:!lat this is the case. 

It has not been shown that re11et from the m1n~ rates 

hereto:!'ore established tor the tJ:'ensportation ot property in lots 

or less than 4,000 pounds 1s necessary. ~e application will there­

tore be denied. However, the denial. ot this application must not 

·oe construed as a finding that the rates now assessed and. collected 

by applicant are in eont'ormi ty wi th those hereto;f'or& &stablish&d in 

Decision No. 26761 in Fart "A" or Case No. 406e, supra. 

This matter having been duly heard and S\lbmi tted, 

IT IS EEREBY ORDEaED that the above entitled a:pp11oat1on 

be and. 1 t is hereby denied. 

Dated at San Francisco, California, this j.J.-t:r: .. day ot 

December, 1936. 
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