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Decision No. "---------

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE SIA.'IE- OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Applieatio~ of ) 
B-LO COLD STORAGE CO. ~ ETJRBAN"'.t.. ) 
REFRIGERATING COMPAl\'!Y, CALIFOR.."UA. ICE) 
P..ND COLD STOAAGE COMPAl\"Y, FEDERAL ICE ) 
.& COLD STORAGE COMPANY, IMPERlAl. ICE ) 
COMPAl~, LOS ANGELES COLD STORAGE CO. ) 
(dba Los Angeles Ice & Cold Sto:age ) 
Co., Pasa.dena !ce CompaDY:I Pomona ) 
Valley Ice Co .. ) 7 NATIONAL ICE & COLD ) 
STORAGE CO .. OF CALIFORNIA, NATIONAL ) 
STORAGE COMPANY, ON!ARIO ICE & COIJ) ) Application No. 44946 
STORAGE COMPANY (W .. W .. SteveDs, dba) 7 » 
PACIFIC COLD STORAGE INC., SANt..;. 
l~'JNICA COLD STORAGE COMPANY (3. F. ) 
Killam ~d M. -C. Her:oage, dba) ~ ) 
SERVICE COLD STORAGE CO. (David l'reguboff, ) 
c1ba),. TEP.MINAI.. REFRIGERATING COMPANY ~ ) 
TRIANGLE COLD STORAGE CO., UNION ICE AND ) 
STORAGE COMPAl\"Y, aDd U. S. GROWERS COLD ) 
STORAGE, INC. for ~ i~crease in rates. ) 

---------------------------------------
) 

vaughan, Paul & Lyo'Ds, by John G. Lvons; 
Jack L. Dawson; for applicaDts. 

Ralph Hu5baro arJd William L. Knecht, for 
california Farm Bureau Federation, 
interested party. 

R. J. carbe~, E. C. Cra.wford, JOM R. Laurie 
and c. v .. ~wler; tor the Comm.i~o s;";'s~i'-'o~tJ~s t~a~fWoif~. 

OPINION 
.-., .... ~-- ....... 

By this applicatioD a-to Cole Storage Co. aDd fifteen 

other cold storage public utility warebousemeo operating in the . 
Los Axlgeles area. and at San Diego seek authority to increase rates 

a1.'1d charges. 

Public hearing of the application was held before ExamiDe::' 

Bishop at Los AlJgeles 01.'1 J8.Xluary 30 .aIld 31, 1963. Evidence was pre­

sented by applicaDts through their tariff agent, a certified public 
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accountaot aDd several of their officers. Members of the Commis­

SiOD'S staff ~ssisted in the development of the record. 

!he rates here in issue were most rec~tly adjusted effec­

tive August 9, 1962 pursuant to Decision No. 63932, dated July 10, 

1962, in Application No. 43986. That adjustmetlt was made, among 

other purposes, to offset increased operatillg costs. According to 

the instact application, however, by the time the iDcreased rates 

authorized by Decision No. 63932 took effect applicants had sustailled 

additional increases in operatiDg costs in the form of subs taD tial 

wage increases at)d increased taxes. 'I'hese increased coses assertedly 

nullified, for the most part, the effect of the increased rates 

authorized by the aforesaid decision. The application states that 

in view of the foregoiDg circumstaXlces the ra'Ce iDcre.a.s'es sought 

herein are urgeDtly required in order that applicants l'Iloia.y cODtiDue 

in business at a reasonable profit and that an adequate and efficient 

warehouse service may be rendered. The record shows that the . 

iDcreased expenses are 3.S percent of total expenses based on an 

analysis of the records of 10 applicants who account for 96 perc~t 

of the utility business of all applicants. 

The tariff publishiDg agent testified in considerable 

detail conccrDing the individual rate increases proposed in the 

~pplication, seating the reasons for the respeceive adjustments. 

Increases are proposed in rates for the services of quick freezing, 

for storage aDd for haDdling. SubstaDtially more rate adjus~es 

are sought iD the rates for handling than iD the other two eaeegoric~ 

'!he tariff ageDt characterized the proposed iDcrcases as falling in 
1/ 

two classes, namely~ increases iD the small lot- , rates and iDcreases 

1.7 By the term "smaII lot·· the witness baa reference eo lets weighing 
less thaD 5,000 poUDOS. 
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in those rates for larger qu~tities which are cODsidered by appli­

CaDts to be depressed. SOme of the increases in the l~tecr group~ 

he said, a.re Decessary iD order to reduce 'the "break-back" effect 

and thus preserve the i~tegri~J of the correspondiDg rates Appliea-
2/ 

ble to lesser quantities of the same commodity.-

Other adjU$tm.eDts proposed by applic:mes arc the catleella­

tion of certain obsolete rates which, for several years past, bAve 

Dot beeD used, and to increase cereaiD accessorial ud minimum. 

charges. 

!'he tariff agent also teseified concerning exhibits which 

he had prepared depictiDg results of operatioDs of each of the 

applicatlt w~rehousemen. These figures, iD most. iDSea.tlCeS, related 

to the 12-~~Dth period ended December 31, 1961. All of the fiscal 

per.iods iDvolved termiDated prior to the effective date of the rate 

:i.Dcrcases authorized ,by Decision No. 63932, above. Thus, the 

r~veDues generated during such periodz i~ no way reflect the impact 

of said iDcreases. In Table I below are summarized the operating 
3/ 

results in question.-

2:/ 

3/ 

By way ofill~tration, the present published storage rate for 
fruit juices in lots of 10,000 Ibs. to, but not including, 
46,000 poueds, 1s 20 cents per 100 pounos. This rate, however, 
is Dot effective for lots weighing more thaD 32,200 pounds 
because a lower charge is proQuceG by the rate for lots of 
46,000 pOUDds or more, namely, 14 ceDts, ~t s~id minimum 
weight of 46,000 pounds. Applicants' proposal to Dame the 
20-cent rate in eon~cction with lots weighing lO,OOO pounds to, 
but not includiDg, 60,000 po,;mcls, at the same time assigniDg 
the 14-cent rate to lots of 60,000 pounds or over, would raice 
the break-bac~ poiot to 42,000 pounds. 

n1C oper~:i~g results of B. F. Killam and M. C. Rernage, doiDg 
busiXloss C!S Saxlta MOllica Cold Storage CotnPaDy, h..a.ve bee%) 
excluded from all tabulations iD this opinio~. The record 
iDdicates thet these operators have beet), for some time past, 
in fiDallci~l difficulties. It appears f~rther that th~ are no 
longer oper~tiDg as public utility warehousemen. 
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tvarehot:seman 

~-Lo 
Burbaxlk(l) 
califortlia 
Fcdera1(2) 
Imperi.al 
Los Axlgeles(3) 
Natiotlal Icc 

TABLE I 

RESULTS OF OPERATIONS FOR 12-MONTH PERIOD 
ENDED DECE1:1BER 31, 1961 (EXCEPT AS NOTEn) 

AFTER INCOME TAXES 

Expctlses 
(Itlcluding 

Revetlues Ineome Taxes) Nct 

$ 81,746 $ 78,039 $ 3,707 
33l,76~ 280,542 51,227 
662,673 594,12~ 68,552 
701,917 648,197 53,720 

4,961 6,231 (1,270) 
1,026,139- 923,188 102,951 

249,036 216,300 32,736 
Na~iotl~1 Stor~ge(4) 546,705 533,446 13,259 
Otlt3rio 42,059 'iF36,970 1/:5,089 
?acific 450,133 389,196 60,937 . 
Service 36,191 39,868- {3,677) 
TermiXlal 1,177,108- 1,111,960 65,148 
'l'riatlgle 10$,490 111,229 (2,739) 
UtliOD 766,818 809,687 (42,869) u.s. Growers 598z797 ~za5~ 33 2 939 
All Compa-Dies $6,m,S47 $6,~~,~37 ~,7I{5 

(1) FOr 12-moDth period etlded October 31, 1961. 
(2) For 12-motlth period eD~ed March 31, 1962 .. 
(3) For 12-moDth period etlded JUDe 30, 1962. 
(4) For 12-motlth period encec April 30, 1962. 

( ) - IDdicaees loss. 

~~ratin3 
Ratio 

(Pereetlt) 

95.5· 
84.6 
89 .. 7 
92.3-

125.6 
90 .. 0 
86.9 
97.6 

#"87 .. 9 
86.5 

110 .. 2 
94.5 

102.$ 
105 .. 6 
94.3 
"'§j .. S 

# No provisio~ made i~ expense estimate for salary of 
owner-operator. 

The figures itl Table I purport to exclude all notJu~ility 

~arehouse reve~ues aDO expenses aDd to i~clude only those revetlues 

.~d expc~ses which relate to colo storage public utility opcratiotls 

carried on at the plants embraced by the app1i~t.iot1 hereiD. The 

basic ea~, the record shows, were furoished by applic~ts. Table I 

reflects those data as modified by the wittless in certain respects. 

r:~e modifications itlclude the elimitlatio~ of i~tcrcst payments, the 

conversion of dep~eciatiotl expeDse to a straight-li~e basis in one 
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4/ 
i~stancc where ~he util1~y'5 records were on an accelerated 08$i8,-

the elimination of reots aod substitutio~ of landlord CX?eDses 

therefor where facilities are leased from an affiliate7 and the 

c."llculatioD of iDCOTlle taxes U1liformly on a corporate basis. 

The tariff agent also developed estimates of operating 

results for projected fiscal periods under a continuation of pres~t 

rates and under the proposed rates. These estimates were made by 

adjusting the ~se figures shown in Table I t~ reflect current 

cost levels aDd by adjusting the revenue figures in the table as 

follows: for the estimate of results under a cODtinuation of 

preseD~ rates said figures were adjusted eo give appropriate effect 

to the increases in rates which took effect on August 9, 1962, 

~ursuant to the aforesaid DecisioD ~~. 63932; the reVeDue figures 

as thus modified were further adjusted to give effect to the rate 

iDcreases proposed in the application herein. 

In Table II,. below, are set forth for each applica.l)1:,. 

estimated operating ratios~ after provision for income eaxes, 

as developed by the tariff agent for ehe projected fiscal periods,. 

UDder a continuation of present rates and under the proposed rates~ 

::espectively_ 

El Accelera~ea depreciation appeared in the records of cwo ot the 
applicants. In both instances the depreciation charged had 
reached a point: where it was less tharl if it had been .computed 
OD a straight-line basis. In one of these the amount inv~lved 
was so small that DO adjust:mel:lt eo the straight-liXlc basis was 
made. 
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ESTIMATED OPERATING RATIOS, AFTER. INCOl1E '!AXES, 
FOR IRE PROJECTED RATE PERIODS, AT CURR.E~"T 
EXPENSE LEVElS, ~1DER. PRESENT AND PROPOSED RAl'ES, 

RESPECTIVELY 

Warehouseman 

B-to 
Burbatlk 
CaliforDia 
F~deral 
Imperial 
los ADgeles 
Natiollal Icc 
National Storage 
Ontario 
Pacific 
Serv:tce 
TermiIlal 
Triatlgle 
UDioD 
U.S. Growers 

All Compat:lies 

Operating Ratios (Percent) 
PreseDt kites Proposed RAtes 

94.1 
84.3 
89.S 
93.1 

122.8 
88.8 
86.8 
97.7 

ifi:86.7 
86.1 

107 .. 7 
93".1 

104.7 
99.8 
93.9 

92.4 

91.1 
83~2 
88-.0 
91.8-

116.7 
87.1 
85.9 
95 .. 9 

:1,84.1 
84.8 

102.4 
90.3 
99.7 
96 .. 1 
92.1 

90.4 

# Operatillg expeose estimates OD which the operatiDg 
ratios for this applicaDt are predicated make DO 
provision for salary of the owner-operator. 

The t:ariff agent also developed, from dat:a supplied 

by applicants, depreciated rate base and rate of ret~ es:imates 

under present and proposed rates. The rate base estimates were 

designed to include oIlly those assets which are usee in the conduct 

of puolic utility cold storage warehouse opera~iolls. In developing 

the estimates the tariff agent made certain adjustments i:ocluding 

the iIlClusioll of the depreciated cost of warehouse facilities to 

~~ers in those i~staDees where the" properties in question are 

leased from an 'affiliate. In all eases he iDcluded aD al1ow~ce 

for working capital, calculated on two-moDths' operating expenses~ 

less cepreei~tion. 
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The rate b~e estimates for five of the app1icaots arc so 

~ll in compariso~ with the volume of business as to be unrealistic. 

This situation is. Que to the fact thae £a~ilities are r~tcd from 

unaffiliated parties ~d the depreciated cost of such facilities was 

r.ot aV'ailable~ or to the fact th.'lt the operators' property was 

almo,st fully depreciated;. In Table II!, below~ are set forth the 

above-mentioned estimated rates of rcturn~ boeh UDder a continuation 

of present rates and under the proposed-rates, for the remaining 

eleven applicaoes. 

TABLE III 

ESTIMATED RATE BASE Al\lJ) RA'I"'"....s OF RETURN FOR '!HOSE 
APPLlCAl-o"'tS FOR WHICK MEANINGFUL RATE BASE ESTIMATES 
COUlD BE DEVELOPED FOR '!'HE PROJECTED F!SCAL PERIODS 

Warehouseman 

B-Lo 
B~:baD!( 
(:a1iforoia 
Federal 
Imperial 
Los. Angeles 
Natiollal lee 
National StorZlge 
Pacific 
lJ:oion 
U.S. Growers 

Rate Base 
(in thou~ds of 

dollars) 

198-
356 
833 
449 

33 
1~770 

353 
578 
752 

1,410 
811 

00 er UDder 
PrcseDt Rates Proposed Ra.te:: 

(PerccDt) (Percent) 

2.6 
15.4 
9.0 

11.1 
0.0 
7.0 
9.7 
2.2 
8.5 
0.1 
4 .. 7 

4.1 
17.1 
10.5 
13.6 
0.0 
8.4 

10.6 
4 .. 1 
9.8 
2 .. 5 
6.3 

From figures supplied by the principal applic~ts the 

tariff agent developed aD average over-all labor cost per ~ per 

hour. For the operators .as a" grO\lp this weighted ave:-agc eost ~a.s 

$5.70 per hour. It is to be compared with the proposed straight 

time speci~l l~bor rate of $5.00 per hour. 
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A second witDess, a certified public accountant, testi­

fied cODcerDing st~dics which his firm had made to develop weighted 

average cold storage UDit operating costs. !1~is was ~he same wit­

ness who had testified' co~cerning similar studies in connection 'with 

the aforesaid Application No. 43986, ~d the procedures employed 

in cODncction with the present application were substantially the 
5/ 

same as those iD the earlier proeeedins.- As iD Che earlier 

studies, the accountantrs analySis included the development of 

hacdliDg lot-Size factors and storage lot-size factors, which were 

used i~ ascereaini~g handling a~d storage costs rcspectively. !he 

unit cozts thus developed varied with the densities of the commod­

~eies ~d the sizes of the lots handled ~d stored. Costs were 

developed scparately for the various classes of service rendered 

by applicants. 

!he accoUDt&nt also c~lculated weighted average operating 

results for the ten principal operators (who accouctfor93 percent 

of the tot.:!.l revenues of applicants), both for the fiscal periods 

covered by T4ble I above and for the projected rate year. ID 

!aolc IV, below, the weighted averAge operati~s ratios thus 

developed are comp~red with those p:epared by the tariff ageD:. 

2/ L~e b.:LO:sroUIld ior, and c ... c procedures employed itl, tile aCCO\lDt­
atlt's cost studies are set forth itl Decisiotl No. 63737, ciated 
JUDe 4, 1962, in Ap?l!catio~ No. 43877 and related matters. 
involving increases in the rates of Nor~~e~ California cold 
storage warehouses. 
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!ABLE IV 

WEIGHTED A WAAGE OPEAATING RATIOS:r AFTER INCOME 
TAXES, FOR YEAR 1961 Al-t"DFOR '!HE RAl'E YEA.l.~> 

" UNDER :?ROPOSED RAttS (PERCENTS) 

Year 1961* Rate Year 

DcpartmcD't 

Ra.Ilcll~:og 

TAriff A~eDt Accountant 
Under proposed Rates 

!ar~££ AgCDt Accountant 

Freezer Storage 
Cooler Storage 
Qt.ticl( Freezing 
Special Services 

All Utility 
DepartmeDts 93 .. 5 

121.7 
78.7· 
83.3 
96.6 
89.:> 

92.6 

*Or other fiscal period. 

90.4 

104.5-
80~Z 
83.$ 
96.2 
88.l 

89.1 

As in the last proceeding i~volviDg these utilities, the 

accountant's study indicates that the ~OliDg operations of appli­

cants are conducted at a los~. Table IV shows also that ~~e weighted 

~verage operatiDg ratios for the ,total of all utility departments 
. 

as developed by the aceoun~t do Dot differ greatly from the cor-

responding figures which resulted in the analysis made by the tariff 

ageDt. It is to be Doted in this conDection that the operating 

ratios developed by the latter relate to the aggregate operating 

results of all the 4pplicaDts except Santa Monica Cold Storage 

Company_ Also, to some extent differetlt fiscal periods are illvolved 

11) the tariff agent's study. 

III ODe of his exhibi ts the tariff agellt had made .a. c:om­

?~rison of prese~t ~~d p=oposeo rates with the correspondillg cost 

data aeveloped by ehe accouDtant. Ihes~ comparisoDs were made in 

~ll instances where increases are proposed in the rates for ~oling 

or. storage 0'0 specific commodities aDd 0:0 merchandise, XlOt: otherwise 

specified. AccordiXlg to this exhibit, i'O most instances the present 

rates shown ~re below the costs of performiDg the service for which 

they were established, a:oc1 in maxly instances. substantially below 

those costs. With respect to the proposed rates, the ,~, 
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iDdicate that in some instances said rates would seill fall short of 

tne estimated costs aod that in general the rates in ques~ion would 

Dot be out of ha..."""mOXly with t.i.e CO$t data. 

The record ShOtolS that the proposed rate increases would 

result in increases in agg4egatc operating revenues of approximately 

3.2 percent distributed betwecXl the various services as follows: 

four percent for storage~ nine percent for haodling> 3/10'0£ cne 

percent for quick freezing and thirteen percent for special scrv1ces.~ 
Tbe bulk of applicancs r revenues are derived from these 1:brce cold 

storage warehouse services. 

As in the 1962 proceeding> the ta:iff agent i~troduced 

a series of exhibits designed to support his thesis that the use 

of rate o~ return on ccpreciated 1nvest=ent is Dot a proper measure 

of the financial well-being of public utility cold storage warehouse­

men. His testimony was substantially the same as in the earlier pro­

ceeding~ as summarized in DecisiOD No. 63932. We pointed out in that 

eecision, ~d we reiterate that this CommissioD has consistently 

held that original cost less accrued depreciation is the reasonable 

and equitable invcsoneDt basis for oeterminatioD of a reasonable and 

adc~uate rate of return for public utilities. 
-, 

The testimony of the operatiDg wi tDesses o;.las offered to 

show that compe~itioD amoDg 'the various applicaDts necessieates uni­

formity of rates within the area embraced by the application; that 

applicants r.ave taken all practicable steps to reduce haDdliDg eosts 

~hrough plant modernization and mechaDization; that provisio~ for 

worki~g capieal is essential 1D their operations; and that working 

ca.pit:al equivaletlt to 't"..t'O mODt:hs r operaeiDg expe1lses less dcpre­

ci~tion would be a minimun requiremeDt. 

6/ )3.u.ed OD an aDalysis oj: the recoras of ten appb.caDtS> abOve. 
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No evidence was offered by p.1.rt1es other tharl appJ.icll.X)::s. 

M~bers of the C01:!lmiss1oI)' s FinClX)cc and Accounts Division .and Tr8.Xls", 

portation,DivisioD staff assisted iD the developm~t of the record 

through cxtc'Osiv(! exami'Oatio'O of .1.pplica:ots f witnesses. Although 

notices of the hearing were sent by the aforesaid tariff agent to 

some 2,600 storers, and by the Commission's secreea~ to other 

parties believed to be i~te:estedr DO one appeared in opposition to 

the granting of the sought increases. 

~iscussioD, FiDdiD~S ADd Conclusions 

As hereinbefore stated, the fiscal periods for which past 

operating res~lts of app:icants are shown in Table I all ended prior 

to the effective date of the last rate increases which these ware­

housemen were authorize~to publish~ Thus, as in the last proceeding, 

Application No. 43986, the effect of said iDcreases is again esti­

mated, but in the present proceeding under the circumstances of 

demonstrated increases in operating costs. Thus the operating ratios, 

shown in t:he columc headed ~'P:resent Rates" in Table II above, are 

generally less favorable than the ratios shown in the column headed 

aOper~:i:iDg Ratio;' i:o Table II of Decision No. 63932, although the 

~espective estimates relate to the same rate levels. 

The estimated operating ratios under the rates proposed 

in the instant proceedins, as set forth in ehe column headed 

"Proposed Rates" in Table II hcrcitl, differ in most itls1:allces only 

slightly from the corresponding estimates for the proposed rates in 

the last proceeding. The weighted average operating ratio of 90.4 

percent in Table II herein may be compared with the correspondi'Og 

figure of 90.7 percent in thc 1962 adjustment. There are, of course, 

wide variations among th~applicants in the estimated operating 

results under the rates proposed in the insean~proceediDg. This 

circumstance reflects a pattern which was revealed iD earlier 
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proceedings involving these operators. At the same time the record 

contai~s persuasive evideoce that, regardless of individual oper­

ating results, rate uniform:.L ty wi tbi%l tile area is essential, because 

of ~e keen competition whieh prevails among the appli~ts. 

In their efforts t~offset the effects of increased oper­

Ating costs applicaoes propose tc make selective rate adjus~ents 

with a view to increasi%lg those rates which are Dot bearing their 

share of the costs of operatiot). In determining the rates to be 

itlcreased arld the measure thereof, tile warehousemen have been· ,guided 

to- a large extent by the cost data presented by the accouotant. !he 

program of selective rate adjus~ent which applicaots have carried 

out in the i'Ostatlt proceeding. is a con tinuati OD , after fUl:'ther 'study: 

of that which they began in Application No .. 43986. 

As stated-previously the general purpose of this app1i~ 

tiOD is for approval of increased rates to proviGe additioDal revenue 

:0 offset higher wages ~d ·taxes. Expenses are estimated to have 

increasec by 3.8 percent, and· the proposed rate increases are esti­

mated to produce an over-all increase in reveoue of 5.2 percent. 

!he record does not justify or s\lppor1: .a. :need for .a. further 

enhancement in the over-all earni21g poSition of applic~ts. Table IV 

$hows the storage services over all to be in a substantially more 

favorable earni21g position thao that of the other services. We, 

therefore, c021cludc that the proposed iDcreases for all i~ems, except 

~~osc for cooler or freezer storage, have been justified. Accordi~g 

to the evidence, authorization of those increases will produce suffi­

cient additional revenue, eo approximately offset the estimated 

i~creased expenscs. 

Upon careful e021sideration of all the evidence, we fiDd as 

follows: 

1. the record does not contain evidence sufficient to establish 

a need for i:ocreases it) ratcs for applic4Xlcs B .. F. Killam aDd M. C. 
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Hero.age~ doing -busiDCSS as San~ MODica. Cold Storage Corapany. The 

followiDg find!ngs Will ~ot relate to them. 

2. Applicants are in Deed of additioDal reveoues in order to 

offset the increases in operating costs which have beec experienced 

since the filing of the applicatioD which resulted iD the 1962 rate 

increases. 

3. The specific rate increases and other adjustments proposed 

by applicants, except ehose increases for cooler or freezer storage~ 

a:e re~onably related to- the cost evio~ce of record and should 

produce the ~dded revenues found Decessary in Finding 2. 

In the light of the above-stated findings we conclude that: 

1. Except as to :l.ppli~ts B. F. Killam arld M. C. Hernage:r the 

increases and other adjustments in rates proposed by applicaDts herein 

h~ve been justified~ except those increases for cooler or freezer 

sto:age. 

2. The proposed increases iD rates for cooler or freezer 

ztorage service have Dot been justified aDd should be clcnied. 

3. ~~e proposals in Application No. 44946, insofar as ~ey 

rela~e to applicants B. F. !<illam ~d M. C. Hercage, have not been 

justified and to that exte~t said application should be denied. 

OR.DER -...,...-.._-

IT IS OJ.IDERED ehat: 

1. Applicants> other-than'B. F. I<ill.am and M. C. HCrtiage, are 

au~horized to establish the increased rates and other tariff adjust­

=e~ts proposed i~ Application No. 44945> except those iDcreases for 

cooler or freezer storage. Tariff publications au.thorized to be 

made ~s a ~csultof the order herein may be made effective not 

~arlicr than ten days ~fter the effective date hereof on Dot less 

th.a:rl teD days' :notice to the Commissio'O and to tlle public. 
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2. The proposed illcreases in rates for cooler or freezer 

storage service are de~ied. 

3. Application No,. 44946, insofar as it relates to applicanes 

B. F. Killam and M. C. HeX'tJage~ is denied .. 

4. The authority hereill gratlted shall expire tmless exercised 

wi thill DiDety days. after the effect! ve' date of ~h1s order. 

The effective Q4te of this order shall be twenty days after 

the date hereof. 

~ Dated at';.-__ ~SD.:wwn~FrnJ..:''::':'~:'='::='' _____ ) Cal1foX'Dia~ this 

!~ day of~ __ ... tl ... "r,;.:.;,\_\~_i_' ____ ) 1963. 

Co==~~~ion~r G~~r~~ c. Crover, bo~ 
necc:~a~il'l ~b~ont. di~ not ~~~1e1~~~ 
1~ ~o ~i:~o~i~ion 0: th1~ proco~. 

-14-


