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Decision No. ’ - NEECE ﬁh .ﬂﬂ

| BEFORE THE RATIROAD COMZISSION OF TEE sa:m 7 j.cALrscm.LAf

In the Matfer of the Estadlishment of maximum )

or minimum,'or maximum and minfizum rates, rules ) o
and regulations of all common carriers as - )

defined in the Public Ttilities Act of the State ) Case No. 4246
of California, as amended, and a’“‘“*gbway )

carriers as def ined in Chapter 223, otaouueo of )

19359, as amended, the transportation, for )

coapensation, or .ire, of any and all commodﬁoieo.)-

Addi nal Aopepra“ceq B

D.L. Jc\aughto“, Lor San DI ego and
Arizona Zastern Rallway Company,
C.A. Hodgman, Dr San Diego Chaxber
of Commerce, -
H.X. Anderson, "for Coronado Raoid
- Transfer,
LA, Nosler, for Pacific Trans fer,
Van and Truck Company, Inc.,:
R.S. Stowell, for Western Parcel-
~Service. | \

- 3¥ TEE COMMISSION:
- SUPPLEMENTAL OPINION AND O”D??

The‘Truck a.d Wa*ehouse AS sociation'o’ San'D ego and
Impe*i&l Coun ies as ks that mini*um rates, rules and regulationg
prov‘ded in Eighway Carrie*f' Tariffl Yo. 2 for the **gngportation
of p*oper ' between Yoroh *slandl and e ¢it 1e San Diego,’~
Coronado, Chu;a Vista and Nat onal City be revised to conform in
general with ohoee now . app’icable witnin and between vhosn citie*
under Decision No. 30021 commonly *e;erred to as the"San Diego

drayage order."

l ' e "
North Island, it appea*s f=oz the record, is the tip of a penin-
sula, being located immediately west of the cily of Coronado and
connected with that city by 2 narrow strip of sand. It is also
connected by a br*age over \_1ch all vehicular traffi must uove.
North Island is property o ¢ Federal uovernmenu, and £¢ devoted
<o wilitary purpooe

2'H way Carriers’ Tariff No. 2 is Appendix "DV to Dccision Vo.f
31606, as amended, in thils proceeding (41 C.R.C. 671). This tarifsl
names ? mind rates, rules and regulations for the transporvation of
general commodities betwecn points in this soaoe, »ut does.not govern
transportatiorn locally within or “etween the citles of San Diege, . -
Coromado, Chula Vista and National City. Decision No. 30021, issved
tugust 9, 1937 in Casce Nos. 4135, 4139 and 4083, Part. "Kﬁ »rovides
ninimun rates the’ laotcr t*anspor ation. ‘
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| 'Pnbiicwhearing was had'before’Bxa:inen Bryant‘ct San

,Diego on May 20, 1941 | R o
The cxecutive ,ecretary of the AS cocia.cion, and three

hibhway carrie* Witnesses, testi led in support o he petition.
':rom this testimony it appears tnat some dissaviofaction hao re—
sulted in vhe San Diego area f*om the fact that t*an portation
between San Diego and Norsh’ is land is governcd by V‘ghray Carrie*s'r
iarif* Yo._z while that between San Diego and COronado is governed '
by the an Diego drayage order. The witnesses pointed out that
eaen set of rates is subject.to di‘ferent *tles, _egulations and
minimun chirges, and declared uhat tnese dif*e*e“ccs have cauaed
confusion and complainto on the part. oi carriero and ohippers.'

: They said that loca ‘transpor tacionfco and from Vorth island waf'
moro nearly compa*able vo c*ty drayage than o line-haul t“tcking
and ged that for t%*s *eason it ShOle be gove*ned by the dray-

Zage o*der. Thoy testified that the ratcs s hould be omewnnc

.'nigher than tho e apply‘ng between San Diego and Coronado, in orde*
0 compensate for higher COSvS occasioned princt pally by delays
'involved in complying with reatrictions 4m305ed by nilitary'auohor-
-ities or. civilians en tering North island. J

A schedale of‘propooed races was se% fortn in the petition
- but no substantial evidence was offorcd in cupport of ;hiv particu-
len'schedule; and the witness ses admitted'oome doubt as co w2 her
% should be p*eac*ibcd xithout modificacion. They _ndicated uhat '
ohey wotld be satis cd ritn any apnropr te rcvision or modificaf‘
*ion of hc prOpo ed rate which would acconpliah she’ principal ,
ObJCCu of their proposu_, that_i unifo*m..y between Nortn Iulandi
and - the San Diego. drayage area. |
No one Spec‘fically onposcd granting of the petition
b ut the San Diego Chanbe* of Comncrcc and the San Dicgo and Arizona
‘ Eastcrn Railway Conpany appca*cd and. part‘cipated in tne croso '_
| eximination of witnc s¢s. The traffic nanage* of cne cnambc* of

Commcrce otatcd thnt the Chnmbcn nad no objcction to the n*opooal
_ el |




"cxcep that i* would life to have the Comniasion consider the inp'
‘consistencies and differe oials in the proposed rates." Ihi° wit—'
iness introduced an analyt-cal *ate comparison for. the purpose or
"eyposing for tpe Commis ion soze oi‘the inconsiatencies and dif-
ferennials." The ~-ad..'ﬂ.:-oe.c’. qncstioned the jurisdiction of the
iCommiesion over the ornnaportation o+~ propertf %0 and *rOm ﬁo*tn‘

Ioland, and tnc opera ive rights of highwaj comno“ carriers serving
tnao area.- It offered no analyeis or- a*gumert in coniection wi
tnese ques*io s however, and explainod that it neitner opposed nor

con curred in tke granting o’ *ne pe*it‘on nene involved.

Tne reco*d is pcrsudsive that. reaoonable uniformity be-

- tween rates, iule° ;nd rcgniations applicable w*thinczui be*ween
uhe ci*ieq of San Diego, Coronado, Chnla Vista. and National City,
anc .hose app”icdble Sor transportation bctaeen thooe ci ios and
Nbrth Island would be dc*irable, ané that Norh Island mighx witn‘
advantage o oonsidored a parv of‘tne can Diego drayage erea fon
the purpose of. rate ma?ing - nowevcr, the ratcs proposed by |
peoitioner wonld rc sult in redcccions undcr obo & now prov*dcd in |
Highway,Carriens'-ierifszo. 2 as'groa 28 40 pcrccnu (in connect-f
ion nith5small Shipments), and ia incrc ses of nca*ly 300;per cent‘fi

' (in conncction wit“ 1argc shinmenuoa. Moroovci, as. pointcd ont 7“

oy thc witness *or S ol Diego Chamber of COmmcroe, the proposcd

*atee wonld produce vidcly veryinb di feren tials over the”present

drayage rates from and o Coronado and the propri cty:thereof-hnsf

not bccn shown. o
| Clearly, rate revisions of a radical nature such as here.

oropo°ed ohould not ¢ madc cxecpt . upon the bdasis of su.bsw tia 1-

ovidcnce, which,in this cafc, is complc cly lacning Trerc’orc,

‘ even unougn g*eaoer unifornity between one Noxr< h ialand rate°

and those governed by ube uan Diego drayago order night be desir-.n

abie, the evidence devnioped oy petitione* io inadequatc to ennblc~

the Coumis sion oOvaCCOmpl sh the de@ired unifo*mitf a vhio‘tine.'
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| Under _neqe circums tances it ILs conm cluded tha* the pe*

tion here uzde* consideration shou*d be denied, but without |

prejudice teo *urther consideration i* ard Nhen pe*itiore* informar
the Commission that it is prepared to suggest ‘a mo*e appropriate
basis o‘ rates, ang. to offer substant fal ueotimony in supnort ‘
thereof. |

There.ore, good cause appear-ng,

IT Is HEREZY. O”DERED vh&t the patit;on *iled by the
Truc? and Warehouse AS sociauion o’ San Diego arnd Impe*idl Coun ies
on March lO,-l941, in Cases Nos. 41355 4139 a“d 4088 (Part "K")
be andli: is hereby denied without.prejud ce.

The effective date of this order shall be twenvy (20‘

days from thevdate hereof. ‘ :
: Dated at San Francisco, Calzfornia, vhie ;Zg%gg@f

day of June, 19 41.

- Commissionersa. . .




