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Dec‘sion'No.

| BFFORE TEE RATL vomo COMMISSION o: TER STATE OF,CALITORNIA'

In the Vatter of the nstabiishmen* of
rates, rules, classifications and regu-
lationsxforathe,cranSporta ion of prop-
- erty,: exclusive of property transported
. in dump. trucks,. for compensetion or hire,
- over the public highways of . the City and
County'of San Francisco. :

No. 4084

LN L L L
14

. o - MmN Emn TRy
- BY. rﬂr comrrserom.‘. , ( : *2W'f:a::::mﬁ'gaw
, - Adaitional Appearance N L A e e

‘ “rank E. Sloss, for Chester Bowles, Price o
Administrator, and for the Crfice of‘Price idministration

ST.PPI:“THJ .D'L ’ OPT,“IION o

_ A Draymen s Associacion ef San Franci co proposes that nini-
gum. rates heretofore prescribed in this proceeding be revised by |
‘establishing additional charges for tne accessorial service of un-

"vloading freight fron railroad box cars. "he proposal involves sub-
| scantial increases whicb heve ro* been justified.l They will be
- denied.é_. ‘ f - , | C o _.jﬂ

| o Petitioner points out that, under the existing minimum
.'rates, cherges ror service Which includes the unloading of railroad
box cars are the same as those for service which doesrnot include
such unloading buz which is otherwise similar. It contends that ’
the cost of the rormer service exceeds the co ﬁ of the letter and
"ithat *he establisbed minimum rates should be revised by incre sing -
the retes for the more costly service by amounts reflecting the
‘additional expense.' in support of ese contentiors, it relies

- chiefly, i not entirely,, upon studies wrich purport to show thc*

7. The minimum drayage ‘rates now in effect are those prescrided by
‘Decision No. 28632 (39 C.2.C.. 636), -es amended. They include pice- ‘
up and delivery service within 20 i‘ee" from the draymen's.equipnent.
Adéitional charges are provided when, ir order to effect pickup or
delivery, service not conforming with this limitation Is perforzed.
On intrazone traffic, the- Association's proposed additional chargcs
for car unloading world amount to an increase.of approximetely 20%
on 4th class freight and to somewhat greater percentage increases -
on:1st, 2nd and 3rd class freight. On interzome traffie, the per-
centegelircreases While not so great wox..ld, never ..neless, be sub—-
stentie . . :
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'thc difforonces in the costs of the o type, of pickup scrvicc

R involvcd -vemge nox le then 3. 18, 2. 51 2. 27 end 1. 36 cent° o

poY - lOO pounds on propcrty classified as lst,\ “d 3rd and 4th R

_‘cl“s rcspectivclv .c s} studics reflect only differcnccs in ,

SR wagc pajrcnts mede to hclpors.v Vnat greauor differcnccs in ag-'

E grcgcte costs m y oxist is not disclosed., Petitioner submitted?
'neithor cost ” revenucs nor othor ev‘doncc conccrning the drayage

_servicos involvod in their cntirctv j‘Morcovcr, no information offl
ovidontiary vplnc was gffercd with roupcct to thc financicl con
dition of the draymcn.\-” S
o “' It has not becn shown that the cristing ratcs are un-
rcasonably low for the dreyage oporationa hcre fn issue or th_t
the d*aymon rcquire thc increﬂsed revenucs which would be derived
from the proposed higher rates.3 At most, petitioner's showins |
c*sts some doubt upon the propriecj of naintaining the efisting

| rate perity for operations involvirg tre indicated differences in

' costu ror pic?up service. “hether cost difrerences such a hose'

w“ich asscrtedly prevail in the two tvpes of pickup service should

Ome of petitioner's witnesses claimed that his drayage firm had.
heen losing money since August, 1942, dut &id not subunit data in.
support.of this claim; the. otrers’ made no representations with
respect %o the iinarcial cordition of their organizations.v

3.4 propo al similar to that here made was denied without prejudice
to the conclusions which might be reached on 2 wore cowprehensive.
record in Decision MNo. 35871 of Cetober 20, -1942. In thet decis-
ion we pointed.out, as we have done here, that the record falled
to show that the establiohcd rates for *the. operauions involved
are unarcasonably low. Xoreover, in Decision No. 36413 of June l,
1943, we. denied the. draymcn s petition for a general inerease of
104 becausc their need for that increase had not been estadlished
by .the record made. In thet decision we commented upon the meager
“showing with respect to the net results of overations:and the
questionebhle evidentiarv value of that showing. o
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1" - . "'
be given ef’ec* by *aising the rates for operations including ¢car
.unloading, ae proposed by tbe Association, or by reducing tne |
'frates for other operations, or bj making an adjtstment involving
an incre se in the fo*mer rates and 2 reduction in. the latter,

'cannot oe determined f*om the - iacts of record.,

o ” Public heering having been had n the above entitled
oroceeding before uxaminer Mulgrea and the Comm ssion heving care-
. £wlly cons idered tbe evidence of *ecord ' |
R 17 HEREBY ORDERED that the ‘petition of the Draymcn
Association of San 1"ranc:.«.seo, filed September 10 19A3, and re-
ferred to in the opinion whieh preeedes this order, be. and it is
hereby denied.

Dated at qar Francisco, California, this

dey of ﬁecember, 1943. ,

Commissioﬁérs Tfnﬁ




