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Decizion No. 3 U7 i %
0'-?:‘.. MROID CO;.MSSIO F =25 STATE OF. CAI.:ZI‘O %(

Ta the Metter of the Applications Appllcation Fo. 21692

)
) ,
to charge less tham minirmum rates % Application No. 21700
! _

C. V. CLARX, in »To per.

BY TEE COMMISSION:

OPINIOXN

The zbove applications were £%led pursuant Yo Section 11
of the E.’x.gmay Carriers® Act (Chapter 223, Statutes 1935, as amended)
t0 secure aﬁtb.ori‘cy from the Railroad Coxmission o render vrens- '
portation services for the State Deperiment of Public Works, Diviaion
of Elghways, at less “han the minirmum rates esveblished by the
Railroad Commission. ‘ |

Ix Application No. 21692 autbority Ls sought to perlorm
transpomtioz services with two 3% cubic yard water level capacity
dump %trucks, on the Roosevelt Elghwey in rzontérey County, 'Distric‘.:
No. 5 of the Division of Zighways, for the removal of slide
material, the trucks to be loaded by power shovel a‘t_:vthe ;&te of
52.10 per hour, plus drivers® wages of 68¢ per houT.

In Application No. 21700 auth rity iz sought vo perrom
trensportation services with four 4.4 cubic yard water level
capacity duxp trucks, oz tho State Eighway in EKern Cowxntbty, at




Xeene, Californla, District No. & of the Divisiozi ol Eighways,
in the widerning and construction of said highway, the trucks W be
.loa.d.ed by power shovel at a rate of $2.10 per hour, plus &rivers’
wages of 75¢ per hour. |

The minimum rate estadlished by +he Reilroad Commission in
Decision No. 28856-,'Case Xo. 4087, is 32.15 per hour, cxeclusive of
drivers' wages.

A i&ublic Learing wes neld before Ixaminer Caxeron on Jaluery
Z1st, 1932, at Lo Angeles, at whick time both applications wero
consolidated for hearing.

The only evi‘dei:ce in support of both applications is the

testimony of applicant. Te testified that Zor 4he past three and

one~-half years a¢ bas devoted pracsically nis entire time ©o per-

forming ‘aﬁazsporté.‘;ion services for the Department of Public Torks,

Division of Eighways; that he had performed highway work on +he

"Roosevelt Zighwaey in Monterey Comnty, similar % the work to be

dome Zor which & 5¢ preference i reguested in Application No. 21692.

Cost Tigures were compiled by applicent covering This job, and

it was contended that these Zigures were gpplicable o the work %o

he performed. Tne items of expense upon whick applicant relied showed

that his cost of operation for the sexvices performed were $1.71

per houi', inclulizng &rivers' wages. In attempting w0 e::p;!.ain ho.v

-this figure was arrived at épplice.m was uwnadle vo make ony shozvins.
In Tegard to the work to be performed covered by Application

No. 21’700, on vhe State F.ighwe.y at Xeeze, spplicant had cosf figures -~

whilch he compiled from services perﬁ‘:omed in. Topamge Canyoxn, wkich

showed vhet als cés‘a of operation oz that Jjob was slightly less

than $1.79 pex hour, izcluding dxivers' wages. Applicant was waadble,

howevér, to explain in what way he e.rrived at his items of cost




@ ®

totaling thiz amount, except in one or two instances.

Wi.th re-"erence to the work to be performed in bdoth applications,
applicent was unable w stete wilth any degree 0 accuracy the
pumber of hours' woTk in any given period of time, upon whick ho
could rely. E'oi- this reason it is Impossible To adjust the cost
Tigures complled from »revious jobs to the work 19r which preference
is requcsted, assuning tha‘t:‘these cost sigures exe COrTCCVe

It 13 10 be moted that in Application No. 21700, where the
work i1z to be performed on the highway at Xeeneo, a‘;.pplicant's pre-
ferential x_'a‘ce reqﬁested 1z 5¢ under the minimm »ate os-baﬁlﬁ.sb.ed.
by tke CO;n:ﬁission. meis 48 &lso true in Application No. 21692,
woere the work it to be performed on the Roosevelt Eighway in
Monterey Cou;‘ty.

Section 11 of the Highway Cerriers' Act (Chapter 223, Statutes
of 1935, as amended) stetod im part oha.‘t the Commission shell,

mRkkapon findm.g that the p*o_po.,ed rate is reasonable,

authorize such rates less than the xminirmum rates estadb-

lished in accordance with the provisions of Section 10
hereof.”

it is appa.rent from the evidence submitted Iin support of these
applicetions that there is no sufficlent showing from which the
Comzission cax find thet the rate requesteld is reazonadle., TUndexr

the clrcumstances, vTherefore, the rellief sought cannot be granted.

CX2DER

k peblic hearing havirg beexn had, evidence produced, the
matter submitted, and the Commissioxn now beling Lully advised ir the
nremiees,

IT IS EEREBY ORDERED that the above emtitled epplications be

Se




exd they exre hereby denied.
This order shall become effective twenty (20) days Loz and
aftor the date thereof. | _
patod et Sen Frameisco, Celifornia, the &4~ day of April, 1938.
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