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COID:r.cSSImT OF 'IRE STATE' OFCALIFORN A 

In the Uatter of the A:ppli(~ation ) 
of CHARLES I. DaVia), dOing husiness ) 
as DaVID'S ~PP.ESS AND 'STORJlGE, for ) 
an order authori2;ing an in(:rease in ) 
freight rates and~ charges. ) , 

A'opearanees 

Application No. 23871 

FraIll': .Lot'.~hI'an ~LIld M. F. Vineyard, for applicant .. 

Q-EINION 

Charles I. Dowd, doing business as Dowd's Express and 

Storage, .is a highway commc~n carrier of t~lJl'nitu;re and household 

goods operating b4atween ]I111 Valley and S,an Francisco a:ld Oaltland, 

and between Sausa:a to and 2'M Rafael inc11\ldingMill Valley .. ' He 

operates elsewher.~ as a pexmitted carrier.. By this application 

he seeks authorit:r to increase the rates :~or his highway common 

carrier operation an average of approxima~:;ely 40 per cent .. 

Publie hearings were had before Examiner Edvr1n Lake .. 

In support of the author1ty sought, applicant r s 

witnes.s. submitted', cost :3tudies and f1nanc:Lal data covering' a 

six-months' per10cl ending June 30, 1947. 

The costs devE~loped were no~ segregated between certif-

icated and permitted carrier operat1ons~ nor did they'cover 
, . 

all of the various types, of services pertclrmed. According to 
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the witn<:lss, sooe or th<:l costs developed were the result or 

opinions and judgment the'soundness of w:bich was not fully es

tablished. ]·!oreover, no (:vidence i7as subtlitted as to the rela

tive volume of t:rarric !llo'ri~g under the 'various rates. The 

statecent of rev,enues did not include all income derived 

from common carrier o}j€lrai:ions. No shoVTing of probative value 

was made in support of'tho estimate that the proposedl'ates 

would produce the revenue sougnt. A substantial portion or 

the increases here sought has been authorized by Decision No. 

405'98 of August 12, 1947 and by Decision r~o. 4114, of January 

19, 1948" in Cases Nos. 4:!46 " 443~· and 4730 in which applicant 
1 

is a respondent. 

The record Q,oes not establish ,the reasonableness and 

propriety of the sought rates. It has !.l,ot been clearly shovm 

that applicant n;ceds any :Lncrease in rates above those a.uthor

ized in DecisioIl. ~ro. 4:ll4~5 to become effective l:arc.'l 1" 1948.,

'ITe are of the opinion and ri~d that the rates sought have not 

been justified o,n this re;~ord. The application \Till be denied. 

QB.~gB. 

Public hear:tngs having been had in the above entitled 

application, £\111 cons:ide::-ation of the matters and things in-

1 
In some instan,ces rates h1~her than 'those sought have been 

authorized. 
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volved having been had anc~ the Commission ha~g ~en fully 

advised, 
IT ISEEREBY ORDERED that the above entitled applica

tion be and it is hereby denied. 

This order shall beeome effective twenty (20) days 

fr om the da te hE~reof. -;t;/) 
Dated' at San Francisco" California" this Ol/fday 

or February, 1948. 


