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Decision No. 79723 

:BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTn.nIES COM11:SS!ON OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIP. 

In the YJ.8.tter of the Application of \ 
CHARLES J.. AGEE and MARY L. AGEZ) dba 'l 
AGEE t S 24-RR MOVING & STORAGE, of LOS 
ANGELES, for a permit to operate as 
a Household Goods carrier, Los A:lgeles, 
(File No. T-97821) 19. 

Applieation No. 52777 
(Filed April-16, 1971) 

C'narl~s J..:....Agee aed Y13ry L. Agee, i:!l. 
propr1ae persor~e, app~icancs. 

Ronald w. Luckenb~ch ana Jose~h B=a~n, 
tor tEe co~ssion stal:f. 

rm'ERIM OPINION 

The Commission's staff determined, after one exa~ticn 
b.:l:>ed 0:1 distance, hourly a:ld piece- rates and a second e):aI:li:lation 
b.:lsed on hourly and piece :-ates only and appr.lisals as provided in 

Section 5135 of the Public Utilities Code, that applicants, Charles 
J. a:ld Y.I8.ry L. Agee, were not qualified to conduct operations as a 

household goods car=ier. The application was then set for heari~g 
before Exaciner DeWolf in Los P~geles on November 30, 19i1, on 
which date the matter was heard a:d submitted .. 

A Commission staff representative testified that he g~ve 
the ap?licants' responsible managi:lg employee a.n exax:ru:..etion fo:-

the permit as prescribed by Section 5135 of the Public Utilities 
Code on June 29~ 1971 (Exhibit No.1). A second exam!natio~ was 
given to one of the applicants on October 14, 1971 (Exhibit No.2) 
and this applicant also failed to achieve a pass~g score. Th~ 

witness further testified that the exa~tio~s consisted of several 
parts covering rules, regulations ane rates set forth in ~dnimum 
Rate Tariff 4-B, and that in these exa~ations the applicants 
failed to qualify as a household goods carrier. 
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Each of the applic3~ts testified in support of the appli­
cation and requested another further opportunity to take the eX3mi­
nation for permit as 3 ho~ehold goods carrier. The applicants 
testified that they a:e taking, a cou::se fo= the study 0: ho~ly 
rates, distance rates, estimatillg charges, rules and. :egulations, 
.;lnd general rules conce:ning tariffs, and that their studies in 

this connection will be co~~leted fn Feb~ary,lS72. The applicants 
expect that one of them will be able t~ pass an exami:ation at t~at 
:ime <l1ld they request anot!lc:;t: opport~ity to take $T.:ch. examinatio:.\. 
A~plicants also testified tbzt ~hey are getting other spcci~l 
i~struction in the five required subjects of the examination. 

The Ccmmission staff representative stated that the st~£f 
would not be opposed to gi~~g a~other examination to one of tee 
ap?licants after the co~pletion of the studies in Feb~ry. 

INTERIM ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. ODe of the applicants shall be per.nitted to take a five­

part examinzti~n as requested, covering full and complete household 
goods service operations; such exa~atio~ to be given upo~ t~ei~ 
completion of the COT.:rse of studies in February, 1972, b'\:l.t not !o.'Ce::: 
than Y~ch 31, 1972. 

2. In the event the applicant who takes the- exa:ninstion fei~s 
to pass the exam:i.natio:l. :eferred to above) this applicatio~ for a 
hous.aho1d goods carrier permit s1::.3.11 be denied. 
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The effective d3te of this order shall be tWQ'O.ty days 

after the date hereof. 
Dated at _S-;,;:&!t;;;;..,;;Fr'&:1;..;,,;;;;;;;,;ClSCO;,;;.·...;..;...· ____ > California~ this ~ 

day .0£ --o;.F..;;;E_.Bo.-RU_A_R_Y _____ ) 1972. 

.~." .' >< I. 

< '5?fb~sft":~; ~ 
Coc:mll.s s ioners 

Co=!!:!:iotl"r :r. P •. vt:kls1n. :,r •• 'being 
n~ccs~1l7 ~b~c~t. did not port1c1pato 
1nthe ~1::po::1t1o~ o:tb1sproceed1ng. 
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