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BEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STJI.!l'E OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter or the Investigation by the 
Commission on its own Motion into the 
rates~ rules~ regulations, charges~ allow-
~ees, contracts, practices, operations 
a:ld schedules ~ or MY or them~ of The 
Atcb.1son~ Topeka and Santa Fe RaUway 
Cocpany~ Coast Line Express, Coast Truck 
Line:l H. Frasher Truck Lloe, Highway Trans 
port Company, Intercity Transport Lloes, 
Inc., Keystone Express System, Motor 
Freight Terminal Company, Inc., p~c1ric 
Motor Transport Company~ Pacific Motor 
Trucking Company, Richards Tru¢king and 
Warehouse Company, The River Lines, Sacra-
~ento Northern Railway, Tidewater South-
ern Raillray, Valley Express Co., Valley 
:Motor Lines, Inc., and The West,ern Pa.c1fic 
Railroad Company. I 

BY TEE COMMISSION: 

Case No. 3773 

OPINION UPOI~ FURTHER BEARING 

In Decision No. 27259 in the above entitled proceeding the 

Commission proposed the adoption o£ a general order providing, among 

other things, tb.a.t"rates·· shown 1n carriers' tariffs shall apply for the 
transportat~on or s~~e s~pment~ o~y except~g *** that Whenever 

a carrier rlods it necessary to maintain rates per.m1tting more than 

one consignor, __ p.oint of' origin, consignee or destlIlatio:c., it may do 

so prov~ded a charge or not ~ess than twentY-:1ve (25¢) is made tor 

each conSignor and/or point of or1gin or consignee and/or destination 

exceeding one ~~ w. Cop1~s of the proposed general order were served 
upon all COIlml(.lll carriers ~ubject to the Commission's jurisdict10n 

rendering a pick-up and del1very service and mailed to other par'ties 

known to be interested. Criticisms and comments were earnestly solic-
ited. ~hereafter~ further hearings were had before Examiner Warren K. 
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Brown at San Franc1sco and Los Angeles and the matter submitted. 
Several rail carriers objected to the General Order~ princi-

~ally ~on the ground that its adoption would further tend to 'impair 

their ability to meet the competition or unregUlated highway carriers. 

Since the resubm1ssion of this proceeding, and during the 1935 

sess10n of the State Legislature, there was enacted into iaw the Elgh-
way Carriers' Act (Statutes 1935, Chapter 223) regulating the use of 

- . 
pUblic highways for commercial purposes by motor vehicles operated thereon 

for the transportation of property for compensation, and providing among 

other th.1ngs that this CommiSSion "shall, upon complaint or upon its own 

initiative Without complaint" est~Lb11sh or approve just, 'reasonable~ aDd 
non-di~cr1m1natory maximtml or minuum or mrodm:um and minimum rates to be 

charged by aDy highway carrier other than a highway common carrier, *** 
for the transportation of property and for accessorial service performed 

by said. highway -carrier." 
Pursuant to this mandate the Commission instituted an investi-

gation, (Case No. 4088), for the pUrpose ot establiShing or approving 
. . . 

just~ reasonable and non-discrim1natory maximum or minimum or maximum 

and minimum rat.es, rules and regula.tions of all Radial Highway Common 

Carriers and Highway Contract Carriers operating motor vehicles over the 

public h1gn-ays of the State o~ California tor the transportation tor 

compensation or hire ot any and all commodities and accessorial serv1ces 

incident to such trenspo~tation. Hearings were had in that proceeding 

at var10us times and places. By Decision No. 2 S 7 ~ 1 1'Ssued today, 
m'n1mum rates tor the transportation ot property in varying quantities 

between points 1n this State by radial highway common and highway con-
tract carriers, together with rules and regulations governing, are being 

established. Included in that order are minimum split pick-up and de11v-

ery rates and rules. 

With the establishment of minimum split piek-up and delivery 
rates, rules and regulations for radial highway common and highway con-
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tract carriers, objection voiced by the rail carriers to the issuance 

of a General Order, particularly insofar ~s split pick-up and delivery 

rates ~re concerned, ceases to exist. 

Aside from the single objection raised by the rail carriers to 

the is~>utmce or 8..."'1 order respecting split pick-up and delivery rates a,nd 

rules, almost all respondents joined in condemning the pract1ce as d1s-
cr1:n1."'latory, preferential and prej1ld1cial in violati,on of Section 19 

and viol,ti.ti",e of long .:md short hal,U provis1ons or the Pub11c Uti11 ties 

Act a"'ld or the State Constitution. The practice may only be justified 

to meet proprietary or shipper-owned truck co~petit1on. Even then, 1t 

is obvious that restrictions are necessary to remove departures from 

the Act. 
Upon consideration of all the fscts or record, it is concluded 

that the present split pick-up and de11very rates and rules maintained 

by respondents hereto result in the collection of fre1ght charges which 

are unduly discri~inatory in violation or the Pub11c Uti11t1e~ Act. The 

General Order hereto attached as Appendix A will permit the performance 

of split pick-up and delivery services where nece~sary and will remove the 

objectionable features or the present split pick-up and delivery rates 

and rules .. 
Inasmuch as other matters involved in the proposed General Order 

'1ave not oeen considered in Case No. 4088, supra, they should not be 

governed by General Order at this t~e. The proceeding should be held 

open for such supplementary order or orders as may be necessary. 

o :R D E R - .- - - -
This proceedir..g having been dUly heard J full investigation or 

the matters ~d things involved hav:lng been had, a.."ld basing this order on 

the findings or fact and the conclusions co~ta1ned in the opinion which 

precedes this order, 



• 
IT IS BERESY ORDERED that General Order No. 92 as set £orth 

in Appendix A, governing the transportation of property under p1ck-~ 
or de~1very rates by common carriers, be and it is hereby adopted to 

become effective :une l~ 1936. 
IT IS HEREBY FURTHER OR~~~ that this proceeding be held 

open tor such supplementary order or orders as may be necessary. 

Dated at San Francisco, Ca.l1!ornia, this 4~ day of 

Ap:ril,. 1936. 

~.~ 
/ .... 
~ .. '~. 
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APPENDIX "Aff 

GENERAL ORDER NO. 92-

NOTE: This General Order contains 
matter supplemental to that 
contained 1n other General 
Orders but does not cancel 
any that are now in effect. 

RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

ROLES AND REGULATIONS 

Governing Split Pick-up and Delivery rates of common 

Adopted ~~ril 27 ,1936. Effective June l~ 1936. 
(Authorized by Decision No .. 28759 ,Case 377~) 

IT IS HEP-EBY ORDERED that on ax.d after the effective 

date of this order the f'ollo~:1ng r'Cles shall be in full force and 
erfect: 

", 

l. Rates, rules, or reg"ilations hereafter published by 
common carriers to provide that shipments may be picked 
up from two or more consignors located at a single 
origin or at pOints intermediate between the point of 
origin farthest from destination and destination, 
destined to one consignee at one destination, shall also 
provide that charges are to be computed tor the trans-
portation of each component'part at the rateapplic-
able to the transportation of the entire lot from the 
highest rated point of origin to destination, plus a sum 
equal to one cent per 100 lbs. or 25¢, whichever is the 
greater. 

2 .. Rates, r'Cles, or reg'Clations hereattl:r published by 
common carriers to provide that shipments may be picked 
up from one consignor at one point of origin destined 
to two or more consignees located at a Single destina-
tion or at points 1nte~mediate between the point of 
origin and the most distant destination, shall also pro-
vide that charges are to be computed tor t4e transporta-
t10n of each component part at the rate applicable to 
the transportation of the entire lot from the po1nt of 
origin to the highest rated point or destination, plus a 
sum equal to one cent per 100 lbs. or 25¢, whichever is 
the greater. 
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3. No rates, rules, or x'egulat10ns shall hereatter be 
pub11shed by common car::iers to provide that shipments 
ot less th~ 4,000 pounds may be reoeived trom more 
than one consignor or point ot or1gin, or delivered to 
more~han one consignee or destination. 

4. Rates, rules, or re~~ations now published by oommon 
carriers to provide that shipments m.ay be reoe! vIed from 
more than one consignor or point ot origin or that 
sh1p~ents ~ be delivered to more than one consignee 
or destinat10n shall be cancelled or ~ended ettective 
on or before June 1, 1936, so as to be not inconsistent 
wi th paragraphs 1, 2, end 3 hereof. 

S. Authority is hereby granted to common carriers to 
depart tro~ Section 63(s) ot the Public Utilities Aot 
to the extent neoessary to oomply with parabraph 4 
hereof. 

Approved and dated at San Frenc1sco~ California, this 
___ Z ... ?.,;'t .. h ____ day 01' _-.;A .. 'y_. ::"'_i..,l _____ ; 1936. 

~L¥'I~~ON OF T.EIE STATE OF CALIFOBNU 


