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Decision No .. 47702 

EE?ORE THE PUBLIC UTILIT!ES Cm,octSSION OF THE STATE, OF CALIFORNIA 

In the ~tter of the Application ,of) 
ROB~TSON DRAYAGE CO .. , INC .. , a. ) 
corporation, for authority to ) 
depart from the rates, rulos, and ) 
regul~tions ot C~ty Car~ierst ) 

. Tariff No.1-A" under the pro- ) 
visions of the City C~rr1ersr Act ) 
~~d from th~ rates, rules, and ) 
regulation!: of' Highway C-"rriors r ) 
Tariff No .. 2, under the ,rovi~ions ') 
of the Highway Ca,rriers fAct. ) 

ApplicQ. tion No.. 29587 
(Fourth Supplemental) 

Prior orders in this proceeding authorized applicant to 

deviate from the established minimum rates in connection ~nth the 
-,' 

specialized service:: it !'rovides for Scars, Roebuclt and Company .. 

'l'he authority so granted was limited to tran:>portation within 

San Francisco and bctw~en San FranciSCO and Contra Costa, Marin and 
" ' . 

San ¥~tco Counties. It permitted the hourly and monthly vehicle-unit 

and tho accessorial se~ice mini~um rates restricted to local 

hauling within S~~ Fr~ncisco to be applied 0.1$0 to transport~tion 

for Sears, Roebuck bet,,'ocn tha t city and points in Contra Costa, 
' . . 

Marin and San ¥..atco Counties. T~e authority expired September 6, 

1952.. Perltiss10n is no,,, sought to contj~uc to dovi:ltc :from the 

~nimum rates for a further one-year period. Applic~nt proposc~, 

h01"cver, that' the hourly vchiclo-un~.t .;md the accessorial service 

. ratce '5.nvolv.:::d be 1.ncreD.sed to correspond with recent increases in ., 

the minimum rates... Tile monthly vehicle-unit minimu.m rates were not 

cM.."'lged in the rec~nt minimum ro.te adjustments. 

The verified supplemental application, D.C a.r.londcd ,,' sho,,!s 

that except for incrc~scd o~erating costz the'tr~nsportation 
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involvca is performed under substantially the same conditions as 
• ' ~ j • :.. " ' • " '. ~ :~".- "'! ';. \ .', ., ': ': ~ ::.~, ~ , "I 

those which prevailed when ~hc :rn.n.ttcr wo.s,la~t considered a year 
, . • ': I '" ~ .. r , .. , :.. .,~; t, _ j ...... ;". ,t: .~", J.~ 'J • / 

ago, that the higher rates proposed to. be observed would o~sct 
., J:"~ .. . ., ,~,~.~. '.'., (,I.:.'!',: ".~~.~.::I·, 

these increased costs, and that the proposed rate~ may reasonably 
',: :1" 1':1''''''1', . ~ 'f· .. ··:.·:·, .'~'I· :.j.'.~. 

,be expected to .result in profitable o~era~ions during the cns'1.:ting 
... • " ~ .' I I ....;" • ,~.' ' J'" r', \ , . # • ~ \ ' •.• ", 

year. 

It appears that this is a mAtter in which a public 
, •• • I'" '. ., " ! -. \ .' •. ' . . 

hearing is not nceccs~ry ~~d tr~t reinstatement 'of applicant's 
. t ,',r" .". j' '. • 

authority is ,justified ~nd should bc .. ~rantcd. The order herein 
• .,' j ,j • 

~~ll be made effective immediately so ~h~t applicant's authority 
• ... .~. J" . I " 

will'not be 1nopor~tivo for any ~ppreeiablelength of time. . . , 

Therefore, good c~use ~ppearin&, 

IT IS ~y ORDERED th~t AppendiX ,ttA II of Decision No. 

~6l32 of Augus~ 2~) 1951) in this proceeding, be ~nd it is hereby 

amended by substituting ff$2.52" !orn$2.31tt in Rule,2 thereof and 

by increasing the amount of the charges computed under the hourly 

vchiclc-u.~t rates set forth on P~ge 2 of the appendiX by twelve 

(12) percent; that tho ~uthority gr~tod by s~id Decision No. ~132 

as so amended be ~d it is hereby reinstated; ~nd th~t the ~uthority 

herein g,rc.nted shall expire one (1) year ~fter the effective date 
, , 

of this or~~r', unless soonorcancelecl, cho.nged or extended by tho 

CommiSSion. 

This order s~ll becomc effective on tho date hereof. 

Datcd.~t San Fro.ncisco, Cc.lifornia, this It1/' day ot 

Sept ember) 1952. 

. _. .' ~ 

---------.:":--~~-;...-.---. , CommisSioners, ' . , ' 
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