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Decision No. - " 

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COr~ISSIm; OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Establishnent 
of just, reasonable a~d no~­
discri:inatory ~axiou: o~ ~ini=u: 
Qnd ~axiQU: and ciniouc ~ates, 
rules~ classifications and ~egu­
lations for the transportation of 
property for cocpe~satio~ or hire 
o·,er the public highways of the 
City of Loc A.~geles. 

In the Matter of the Establisl"U:1en~ 
of rnaximuo or ~ini=uc, or osxi~~ 
and ~inio~ rates, rules and regu­
lations of all cO=OO:1 carriers as 
defined in the Public 'Utili ties Ac: 
of the State of California, as 
amended, and all highw~y carriers 
as defined in Chapter 223)' Statu.tes 
of 1935, as a:endec, for the tr~r.s­
portation, for Coopp.!'lsation or 
hire, of any and all cO:l!:lodi.ties .. 

BY THE COMHISSIO~: 

Case No. 4121 

Case No. 4246 

In these proceedings the Co~ission has established min­

ioum rates) rules and regulations for the transportation of property 

by city, common, radial highway coomon and highway contract carriers. 

Rates applicable within the Los Angeles drayage area have been pre­

scribed by DeciSion No. 32504 (42 C.R.C. 239), as amended, in Case 

No. 4121; ~nd r~tes generally applicable on a sta~e-wide baSis have 

been prescribed by DeCision No. 31606 (41 C.R~C. 671)), as amended, in 

Case No. 4246. By peti tion~ Frank J. Brown and :\'!ascotte Ralston)' 

co-partners doing bUSiness as A '& 3 Gar~ent Delivery und€T city and 

radial highway common carrier permits~ and engaged in the transpor­

tation of garQents~ clothing and wearing apparel on garment hangers 
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between points in Los Angeles County, seek exemption of that trans-

portation from the established oinim~ rates. Evidence relating to 

the proposal was received at a public hearing had at Los Angeles on 

February 10, 1942, before Examiner Bryant. 

A witness for petitioners testlfied that finished garments 

suspended from hangers and encased in large cloth bags with an open­

ing at the top for the hanger hooks are transported in voluoe from 

wholesale gar:ent :nani.:.facturers to retail stores. He asserted that 

it is impracticable to weigh bugs of these garments and to assess 

charges thereon on a weight basis in ~ccordance with the rates pro-

vided by outstanding orders. Acco~ling to petitioners, rates on a 

per-garment basis afford the only practicable means of assessing 

charges for the transportation in question. 

Twentieth Century D::livery Company> a carrier engaged in 

rendering the sa:e type of service as petitioners, opposed the sought 

exemption. A. witness for this carrier testified that his company 

weighed the individual bass of ga~r:lents on an inexpensive hand scale 

by attaching the scale hook to the hooks which extend fro!: the 'bag 

and had had no difficulty in assessing charges on the prescribed 

weight bases. He said, moreover, that charges based on weight were 

fair to both shipper and carrier and eliminated difficulties which 

would be encou.~tered in charging for ~ixed shipments of different 

garments at varying rates per garment. 
/ 

,/ 

Goodman ?arcel Delivery and United Parcel Service, ca:::'ri'ers 

engaged in transporting packaged shi~ments of garcents, also oppo~ed 

the sought exe~ption on the gro~~ds that it would be prejudicial to 

carriers who are required to o.~sess charges or .. packaged garments on 

a weight basis and would dlst".lrb the stability of the present .rate. " 

structure~ 

Petitioners have failed to establish that it is impracti-
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cable to weigh sh1p~ents of gar~c~ts trc~sported on hangers and to 

apply the prescribe~ rates thereto. On the contrary, the record 

shows that operations of this character have been successfully con­

ducted under the prescribed rates based upon the weight of the ship~ 

~ent. The propriety of the established rates in other respects is 

not questioned. Upon consideration of all the facts of record, we 

are of the opinion and find th~t the proposed exemption from the 

rates prescribed by outstandinb o~ders in these proceedings has not 

been justified on this record al.d that the petitions seeking said 

exe~ption should be denied. 

o PIN TON -------

Based upon the evidence of record and upon the conclusions 

and findings set forth in the preceding opinion, 

IT IS ~~?33Y ORDERED that the petitions of Frar~ J~ Brovm 

and Mascotte Ralston, doing business as A & B Garment Delivery, be 

and they are hereby denied. 

This order shall become effective twenty (20) d~ysfroo 

the date hereof. 

Dated at San Fra~cisco, California, this ~~day of 

February, 1942. 


