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Decision No.

EEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STA

In the Matter of the Investigetion
on the Commizsion’s owm motion into
the pverations, rates, charges, con-
tracts, and yractices of A.JT. BECLER,
doing dusiness 2z BECKER FIREPROOF
STORAGE COMPANY and PECKER STORLCE &
MOVING COLPANY.

A. J. BECXER in propria persones.

EY THE COMMTSSION:

0RINION

This proceeding was instituted by the Commission on its

own motlon to determine whether respondent A. J. Becker, doing

business as Becker Fireproof Storage Company and Becker storage and
Moving Company, 22 2 highway carrier other than = nighway common
cerrier, charged or colleeted any rates less than the minimom mates
preserided by the Reilroed Commission im Decision No. 29891, dated
June 28, 1937 (40 CBC 533) for the transportation of housenold goods
ané personal effeects in violation of “he g gavway Carricré’ Act, pur-
suent Lo vwhich the 2bove mentionmed decision was issued. .

Public hearing was had vefore Examiner Paul at San Franciseo,
at waich respondent appezred in his own behalf. Tae matter heving
been submitted 1is now ready for deciszion.

A1l of the evidence related to service vercormed Docember
20 and 21, 1937 in packing, traomsporiting, amd wapacking 2 shipment
of wnerated used housechold goods ond personal effects belonging to
. 3. Cozzens, an employee of the United States Department of Azri-
cuiture, Soil Comnservation Service, from 321 Jefferson Strect

Watsonville, California, to 922 Keeler Street, Berkeley, Califorzia.




The transportation waz performed for the United States Depsrtment

of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, in compliance with res-
pondent’s bid therefor. Pursuznt to Section 3 of Appendix "AT of
Decis-ion No. 29391, tae minimmm rote %o be charged for transportetion
vetween the points involved is $1.22 2 hundred pounds. Item No.

320, Section 4, of Appendix TA", Decision No. 20901, provideé Zor 2
minimm packing charge of $1.25 per man-nour 2% Wat‘é;onvilie , 1z
territory "B and a minimum meac&ing charge of $1.50 per man~hour at
Berkeley in ‘ce*ritory TAR,

The record saows that respondent submitited a bhid Lor the
service in question upon 2 basis of $L.22 per amndred pounds for
transportation plus 2 £lat charge for. packing and 'azipacking of $5.25,
lezs % of one per cent if the charges were paid within 10 days.

Vhen this bid was called %o the Commission?s attention, respondent

was cautioned tha®t the offer of 4 of one pér cent discount from the
minimm rate would result in a violation of the Commissionts order
with respect to the auling charge, ond thet the pocking emd umpociding
chould be performed on a man-howr baslis as contemplated by the rate
oréder. Respondeht ﬁevertheless-proceeaed to perform the work in
accordance with his bid.

The total ":e.s.gh of the goods transported was 10,740 pounds,
vhn.cn, under respondent?s bid, resulied in a charge of $131.03 for
The b.'«mling or $136 ‘ .28 :2:1 2ll, and on completion of the work respond-
ent rendered a freight bIlL to the United Stotes Department of
Agricuvlture for thisz amount. DPzyment was received by respondent on
Janvery 7, 1928, for such amount less = of oze per cent © uhcrcof; on.
Jamaery 8, 1938, respondent submitted & further »ill to the Depariment
for 34 cents, the a@nount of discount taXen, because payment had nov

been mede within the ten-day period. AL te date of this hearing res-

pondent had not received payament for the discount.
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Respondent?s records show that one man was engaged
in packing at Watsoniille for 2% hours, and in unpacking at
Berlzeley for one hour, which, at e minimum rate, would require
2 cherge of $4.63. Thus, as it happens, the total amount collected
by respondent was sufficilent o cover the minimum lawful charges
poth for the hauling =né the packing and wnpacking.

Az the rate order now stands, 1t is not required thet
bids end cuotations be stated in the zame form or based on. the
some wnits of messurement as or ne prescerived nminimum roates.
dowever, the prectice of quoting rates on 2 different basis is ¢

-

using end resulvs in serious enforecment difficulties, inasmuch s
v 1s Impossitle to ascértain'until cfler the worx has been per-
formed and oll factors necessary to compute the minimum rates are
known, whether or mot the guoted charge is in compliance with the
minimae rate orders. It olso results In considercble inconvenience

and dissatisfzction on the part of shippers ond consignces, due o

- ~

the foet that the quoted retes must be dlsregzerded waernever they
result in lower aggregete chaorges than would ccerue under the

esteblished minimum rotes. However, the matter of quoting rates on

Gifrerent bases 1s not one to ve determined on this record. In tae

light of the fzets develoned herein, the case will ve dismiszsed.

ORD

Public hearing hevinz been nad in the zbove entitled
proceeding, evidence received, the matter duly submitied, ond the

Commission now being Lully advised,




IT I8 ORDERED that the above motter is nereby dismissed.
Daved at San Froncisco, Californiz, this / §= doy of

January, 1939.
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COLRLISSIONERS.




