~ With regard to the additional costs, you say this would mvolve addl-

‘tional costs involved in printing additional briefs and appendices.
I don’t understand that. It seems to me that the number of steps

are the same and the number of brlcfs and the record and so forth,

i ; Would all be the same.

- Isthat not-correct ? ' : :

- Mr. Bakzr. The number of brlefs would be the same but in the dis-

“trict courts you are permitted to duplicate them in a less expensive way

‘than printing; for example, by multigraph, offset printing, and so on,

~ but tﬁe most expenswe phase of it would be prlntmg portions of the
recor |

- Some of these records ‘before the Comnnssmn get very volummous c
In the district courts it is not necessary to reproduce that record but
in the court of appeals it is necessary to have printed those portions
- of the record which are pertment to the issues 1nvolved in the
- proceeding. :

Mr. Harvey. Didn’t T understand Mr. Tlerney a Very few minutes
‘ago to say this new procedure would shift the burden from the one
‘who was aggrieved to the Comm1ssmn 1tself to brmg the record in
for appeal. : e ,

- Did I misunderstand him? ' e
l\gr Baxer. I don’t believe you mlsunderstood hlm on the pomt he )
made o

Presently 1t 18 incumbent upon the complaanm party to prcsent; ,
-a certified copy of the record to the district court. '
- Ordinarily, a party in a Commission proceeding has coples of the
record. It is just a question of taking it down to the Commission and
‘having the Secretary ccrtlfy that thls is a true copy and thon that is
‘ ﬁled with the court. :

~Under this bill, the Commlssmn has the burden of cerufymg the
record to the district court.

“‘But it is my understanding that the general practlce has bcen, under
the Hobbs' Act, that the Commissions merely submit a list of the Varl- ‘
ous documents contained in the record to the district court. ‘

It then will be incumbent upon the complainant to designate thosc l
portions of the record upon which: he relies. and have thosc portlons :

printed for the use of the court.
- Mr. Harvey. Do you think the h%rdshlp would be greater for
the practitioners before the Interstate Commerce ‘Commission than
for those practicing before the Civil Aeronautics Board, the Federal
Communications Commission, the Federal Power Commlssmn, the
Federal Trade Comrmssmn, and the other agencles that use the other
procedure. -

Is there a difference before thls Commlssmn as d1st1nou1shed from
the other Commissions? =~ : '

‘Mr. Baxer. I would say “No” cxccpt for the size of tho partlcs :
~involved.

I have emphasized that many of the motor carriers which my asso-
ciation represents are businesses of very small size and they are
less able perhaps to bear the cost that would be entailed by this bill
than some of the larger organizations like airlines and railroads.

- Mr. Hagrvey. I have no further questions, Mr. Charrman :

The CramrmaN. Are there any further questions? -



