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BEFOP.E TEE ?.J~.ILROAD CO~SSION OF TEE STATE OF 

In the Matter o~ t~e Investigation 
on the Co~~sionTz ow.n~otion into 
tho 9perations, rates, charges, con­
tracts, and ~r~ctices o! A.~. BE~~R, 
dOing ~usine~s a: ~AER FIPJl~OOF 
STORAGE CO'M!?)EI anel ~...c-.!ER STOP..?GE &: 

C:lse No. 4275 

MO"v"ING COLt:P .PJ..1Y • 

A. :J. ~.c.:{ER in. propria per~ona .. 

P;y TEE COSi!SSION: 

O 1:> 1 'T\T ,. 0 """': ___ t.,;.A_~· 

' .. 

TAis proceeding 1ms instituted by the Commission on its 

own :notion to d.etermine whe'thcr respondent A. ~. Beeker, doing 

buziness as Beeker Fireproof Storage Company :md Beeker Storage end 

MOTJ.ng Co:nPan:T, a: ~ h1ghv:cy C<'ll"rier other t1ul.n a high'mlY commO::l 

cn-~1er, charged or collected any. rates less tban the minimum rates 

pre:crioed by the P'.zilro~Co=.ission in Decision No,. 29891~ dated 

.Tune 2S, 1937 (40 eRe 533) £or the transportc.tion' of' household goods 

and personc.l etteets in Violntion or the !i1Z1lwc.y Carriors r Act .. pt:l."­

zue.nt to which the above mentioned decisio:::l: W:3.S issued. 

Pub11c heoring r.as l'..ad oei"'ore ~c~)'!11'Oer Paul at So:l Francisco? 

at whic..~ respondent .appe~cd in his own "oeb:J.J.!". T"~e m.'ltter hc.V',,-""lg 

be~n submitted. is now ready for decision". 

All ot the evidence rel~ted to serviee pcr~ormedDocember 

20 t.nd 21, 1937 in p.:.ek1nZ, trtJ.n:jpo::oting, ~ unpacking 3. ship:!lcnt 

o~ un~ated used household go~ ~ personal e~ects belonging to 

It. B. Cozzens, an em:91oyee of' t".o.e United. St~tes Deputment or Agri­

culture, Soil Conservation Service, fro~321 Jeffer~onStrect 

vr.?.tsonville, Calitorni:l" to 933 Xeeler St:-ect, Berkeley, Co.l1:ro~. 
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The tri-!n~.portc.tion was pert'ormed tor the United. States Dep~tJ:le2:.t 

o! Ae:-i(';:'~.J:t-Jrc, Soil Conservation Service, in eomp11a:lce with rez­

pondcntfz bid theretor. Pursuznt to Section 3 or AppeDd~~ nAn of 

Decision No ... 29891, the to be ch",:-ged tor 't:ranspor~t10n 

bet"::een the ~oints involved is $1.22 a hundred: pot:.:lds... It€m No. 

320, Section 4, or Ap~endixnAn, Decision No. 20901~ provides tor 3 

minimum :packing e.."l.ar'ge o~ $1 .. 25 per man-ho1Jl" at wats·onville, in 

terri tory ffBff and a m1n,!:rU'l.lt!l! unpacking cll,.;-u-ge of" $1.50 per :nan-hour at 

Berkeley in tCl"ritory nAft. 

'!he record s:b.ov:s that respondent submitted a bid tor the 

service in question upon a basis or $1.22 per hundred pounds for 

tr:msportation. plus ~ nat charge 'lor pa.ek1 ng and. 'Ullp?cit1ng or $5.25, 

lc~ ~' of' one per cent i!' the charges were paid within ~O dayz. 

V.'b.en this bid was called to the Com:nission f s a ttent10n, :: espondcnt 

Vl~S eautio:o.ed that the otter of t of one per centdiscotmt fro'!:r. the 

minima::n rate would result in a violation of the Com:a1ssj.o:a:':s oree:-

i'J'i th respect to the hauling ch:arge, and that the ~~ek1ng and un~:::.cki:lg 

~hould be performed ona men-hour "oasis as contemplated by the r~te 

order~ Respondent nevertheless proceeded to per.rorm the work ~, 

2ceord~ with his' bid. 

TAC total ~eient o~ the goods transported was lO~740 ~ounds, 

which, under respondent f s bid~ rcstlJ. ted in a charge o'£' $131 ... 03 ~or 

~he ~~ul1ng or $136.28 ~ all, and on com,letion. o~ the work respond­

ent rendered a freight bill to the United St~t¢s Dep~t~entor 

AzriC'Ulture fo': this amOmlt. Payment was received 'by respondent on. 

Jan~~ 7, 1938, ~or such amount less ~ o~ o:e ,er ee~t thcrco~. On 

;jo.n:J.'2::'1 S, 1933, respondent subI:Iitted ~ !'Urther o1ll to the Dep.:.rt!:lC::lt 

:for 34 centz, the amount o:t discount 't.-~en, because p~ymant had not 

'been mad.e within the tCll-day period.. At tle d.ate o"r tilis heo.r:Lng res­

pondent had not received payment fo': the discount. 
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Rc!:pondent r s reco:::-ds shoo;: th~ tone ::lml V/o.::: engaged 

in paeking at 'Watsonville i:or zt hours., and. in unpac:king at 

Be::-keley t'or one hour, which., at te :n:ir5tru::::l rate., would require 

a cr~ge of $4.63. ?nus, as it happens, the total amount collected 

by rezpondent V/a.S suff'icient to 

·ooth -;or the hauling and the packing and unpacking. 

As the rete orde:::- nov: :;;ta.nds., it is not requ1!'ed that 

bids ~nd ouot~tions be :;;tated in the same f'o:om 0:0 based onthc 

E:o-::evcr, the practice o~ quotir.g rates on a ditf'ercnt 'bc.sis is co~-

fuzing c.nd results in se:oious en.!orce:::tent diffiC'Ul ties, inasI:lUcil :3.5 

it is in!,ossiblc to ascerto.:Ul.· until o.fter tho r;orL= bz.s been per-

f'o::-mcd 3..."ld 0.11 fe.ctc::-::: neceSS2:Y to compute the min1!nUJ::I. r~tcs are 

~ow.n, ~hether or not the q~oted ~r~ge is in co=pli~~ce with the 

min~ rate order:;;. It olso results in consid0r~ble inconvenience 

f'.nd disss.tiz:r~et1on on the P3l"t of shippers Z'.nd conSignees',. due to 

the i"':.ct thz.t the: \l"..lotcd !"atcs must 'be dis:ocgardec. whenever they 

result 1."'l .lower ~ggregC:.te cil.a.rges than would ::::.ccrue unci.er the 

established mini~ r~tes. However, the matter of quotine!"~te~ O~ 

c.:i.rrercnt b.zse:: is not one to ·oe dcter:li.'"'!.ed or.. this reco!"'d. In the 

light ot the ~~ct::'devcloped herein, the c~ze will be dismissed. 

QB DBR -- -
Public.' hearing' ha.vinZ been :-..o.d in the ~bove enti tlcd 

proceeding, evidence received, the ccttcr duly submitted, ~ the 

Co::mission no~': being fully ao.vized., 
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IT IS OP~ERED t~~t the above matter 1$ hereby d~szed. 

Dated at San Fr~"'cizco, ~lifo!"ni~-, this ! b -, do.y ot 


