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Decision No. 86302 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~{ISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Dlatter of the App11cat1on) 
of I·1alcolm t·r. Lamo" dba SOUTH) 
ENDW~dOUSE COMPANY ~or an ) 
Increase' in Rates.. ) 

OPI1~ION Aim ORDER 

Application No. ,5613 
(Filed July 13~ 1916) 

Applicant is a public ~t1l1ty warehouseman for the 
storage of general commod1ties at San Francisco. The rates, rules 
and regulations govern1ng applic~~t's operations are contained in 
Californ1a 1o,'arehouse Tar1tf Bureau" Tariffs Hos. 4~A and 49-A, Cal .. 
P.U.C. Nos. 253 and 262" respectively" o~ .Tack L. Dawson, Agent .. 

Applicant requests authority to publish on five days' 
notice to the Commiss1on and to the public an increase 1n his rates 
and charges for storage of 5 percent and a.."'1 increase in his rates 
and charges for other th~n storage of 15 percent. The overall 
effect of this increase is 8.1 percent in applicant'S w~ehouse 
revenue.. If the author1ty 1s g:-a.."'lted applicant intends to cancel 

hiS, participation in the above tariffs an~ publish his increased 
rates and charges in an individual tariff. The requested rate 
increase ha& been determined by applicant without consultation or 
agreement with any other warehouseman .. 

Applicant alleges that his present rates do not y1eld 
sufficient revenue to allo.", him to conduct his warehouse operation:::; 
at a profit. 

Applicant's rates were last adjusted pursuant to author
ityzranted oy Decision 83246 dated August 6> 1974> in Application 
54589 .. 

A?plicant further alleges that additional revenue is 
required because of increased costs in all phases of operation, the 
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most significant being the increased cost of plant and clerical 
labor. 

EXhibit C, attached to the application, contains revenue 
and expense data for the test year ended December 31, 1975, to
gether with adjustments to reflect the proposed increas·e in revenue 
~hould the application be granted. The exhibit discloses that 
during the test year applicant realized a profit of $24,917 ~~d 
al'l operating ratio of 94.7 percent.. Had the sought rates been in 
effect during the test year applicant would have realized, a~er 
taxes, a profit of $31,255 and an operating ratio of 93'.8 percent .. 

Notice of tae proposed increase was sent to each of 
applicant's storers.. The application i'laS listed on the Commission's 
Daily Calendar of July 14, 1976. None of the storers have regis
tered any objection to the proposed increase. 
Findings: 

1. Applicant's rates were last adjusted by DeCision 83246 
dated August 6, 1974, in Application 54589. 

2. Since applicant's rates were last adjusted it has expe
rienced inereases in operating expenses, the most significant being 
the cost of plant and clerical labor. 

3. Under the increase sought herein applicant est~tes it 
will realize additional revenue of $37,727 and an operating ratio 
after taxes of 93.8 percent. 

4 •. The proposed increases in appl1eant's rates and charges 
have been shown to oe Justified. 

5. A pUblic hearing is not necessary. 
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Malcolm t'T. La1:lb, doing business as. South End t"arehouse 
Company, isauthor!zed to establish the increased rates an~ charges 
proposed in Application 56613~ Tarif! pUblications authorized to 
be made as a result of this order shall be filed not earlier than 
the effective date of this order and may be made effective not 
earlier than five days after the effective ~te of this order on 
not less than five days' notice to the Commission and to the public. 
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2. ~e authority shall ex,1re unl¢~s ezercised with1n ninety 
days after the etfectivc date of tll1s order. 

3. The author1ty granted by this order is subject to the 
express cond1tion that applicant will never urge before this 
Commission in any proceedin: und~r Section 734 of the Pu~lic Utili
ties Code~ or in any other ~roceeding7 that this opinion and order 
constitute a fin'lng or tact of the reasonableness of any parti
cular rate or eharze. The til1ng or rates and cbarees pursuant 
to this order will ~e construed as a consent to this condition. 

Tae effective date of this order shall be twenty days 
after the date hereof. 

Dated at San Francisco:. California:. this 
August) 1976 .. 


