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Decision no I 3R479 

BEFORE THE RAILRO~ COMlUSSION OF THE STATE OF C;..LIFOR!~IA. 

In the Matter of the Establishcent of ) 
max1mum or m:i n1mwo. or maximum and ) 
m1n1mum rates) rules and regulations ) 
of all common carriers as defined in ) 
the Public Utilities Act'of the State ) 
of California, as amended, and all ) 
highway carriers· as defined.ifi Chapter) 
2231 Statutes of 1935) as· amended"., ) 
for-the transportation for compensa- ) 
tion or hire) of any and all eommodi- ) 
ties. ) 

BY THE COMMISSIONs 

Case No, 4246 

§wptmmNTAL OPINION AN';) ORDm 

C. R~ Becker, an individusl do~g business .as Delivery 

Service Compan1, holds a highway contract carrier permit under 

whioh. l'l.e provides parcel delivery service for photot;rapiiic tim 
and prints -ir1th.1n and ·betiveen Ala:::eda and Contra Cos.ta Counties, 

In this operation) transportation is provided fro~ and to retail 
stores nsing the facilities of a photo service company for the 

development of film left with tna store for that purpose. 

Beeker points out that when sh1p~ents of developed r1~ and fin-
ished prints are being delivered in this operation shipments of' 
unde~eloped film are also received) and that the minimum eha~ge . 
of 42 e.ents per shipment estabiished by Deei's1on No& 31606 

I· . . 

(4i C.R.C~ 671), as amended~ 1n this proeeed1ne provides an over-. . 
all m1n1cum charge of 84 cents p~r transaction. He alleges tnat 
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the weignt of the individual sh1~wents seldo~ exc~eds five pounds; 

that the c1rcumstance that shipments are r~gu1arly received at 

the same time others are 'being delivered results in operating 

economies which are not possible 1n ord~y n1ghwa~ ·carrier 

service; and that the pr.esent d.r,J.mtm. charge -exceeds. the value 

of the service to the sh1pper. He propos-es to provid-e trans-

portation between the interested photo company's place of business 
and its retail store patrons for 45 cents per round trip and 

seeks the authority to deviate frOD outstanding rate orders to 

tho extent necess~y to permit h1m to d~ so, 

It appears tha~ the transportation operations involved 
are substantially different !roc those for which the Qinjmum 

rates were primarily designed, and that the ~arcel service aere in 

issue is surrounded by conditions comp~ra~lQ to thoso generally 
prevailing in con.nection with. parcel delivery opera.tions. Nuc.erous 

other carriers providing similar service for sh1p~onts woighing 

25 pounds and less have bcon exempted :frQm tho prescribed mnimU!D. 
1 

ratos. Like action should be tal~on here. A publ1c hearing is 

not necessary. 

~nororor~1 good causo appearing, 

IT IS }~~y ORDERED that Decision No~' 31606~ as ~onded, 

in this proceeding, be and 1 t is hereby further amended by adding 
C. R. Becker, doing business as Delivery Sorvice Company, to the 

, » 4 _ 

l' 
rus matter was brought to the Commiss1on's attention by the 

filing of Application No,. 27115 in \71:U.eh. au.thority to charge loss 
than tho p~escr1bed minimum rates was sough.t. In view of tho 
conclusions reached herein, tho application procoeding will.bo 
dismissod. 
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list of carriers contained in paragraph (a) of. Finding' No...: 14 

thereof, in so far a~ the transportatlon of shipments or photo-

graphic films and prints weighing 25 po~ds or less within and 

bet~'!een Alameda and Contra Costa Counties is concerned. 

This order shall bee-orne et:f'ecti ve on the date It/eo!.' 
Dated at San Francisco, California, thiS. /0 day o-r 

December, 1945.,' 
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