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Decision No.

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

URIGINAL

Case No. 4088 (Part now
‘Rates for Trsnsportation
- of Fresh Frult).

In the Matter of the Establishment or
maxirmam or minimum, or maximum and
minimam rates, rules snd regulations

ol all Rad¢al Eighway Common Carriers
and Highway Contract Cerriers operating
motor vohicles over the public hlghways
of the State of Californla, pursuant to
Chapter 223, Statutes of 1935 for the.
transportat;on Tor comnensat;on or hire .
of any and all commodities and accessorial
services Incident to such transoortat¢on.
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In the Matter or the. InvestigatAOn and.
Establishment of rates, charges, classi-
fications, rules, regulations, contracis
and practices, or any thereof, of Common
Ca*r;ers, applicable. to the transport&t;on
of fresn fruits. .

 Case No. 4115,
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ADDITIONAL APPEARANCES

Saxmel Hill ‘for Lake. County Trult Exchonge.

Je Jo Deuel, for California Farm Burean Federation.

L. N. Bradshaw and J. L. Anos, Jr., for The Western
Pacific Railrosd Company and’ Sacramento Northern
Ra¢lway. ,

BY TEE COMMISSION:

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL OPINION AFTER FURTHER HEARING"

The Commission issued its originsl order in the above en~
titled cases by Lits Decision No. 20928, dated June 29, 1936, whick
was emended by Decision No. 28970, dated July &, 1936. Upon réquéati

of a mumber of interested ﬁarties for certain modiricat;ons\ér th:esqj
| orders, after they had had some experience of operat;on,n@@é? the -

terms ané conditions thereof, the mattersAwere'again‘placed‘upop the




calender Qor further hearing and such a hearing was conducted by
Examiner Bunter at Lakeport, February 26, 1937. |

The majo&i*y of tho testimony at this Surther hearing was
directed toward a modification of the Order in said Decision No.
28928, a3 amended, in two respects, viz., & general reduction in
the rate structure and an additionsl scale ‘of rates basedwon wolght
minimm between 4,000 and 18,000 pounds. '

With respect to the volume of the rates,.considerable
tostimony was offered to show that a substantlal portion of th§
pear growers in the Clear Lake Basin has, during the past few yesrs,
recelived less compensation for their pears than the cost or‘pro&uc-
ing them, and It 1s largely upon this promise that_these‘grower
witnesses contend tbat'the transportétion,expense should‘be cor=
*espondinsly reduced. |

A witness for the Lake County Frult Exchange 1ntroduced
Exniblt D-15, which shows what the grower members of the exchanses
rece;ved for tbeir peers Lor the three-year per;od onding December .
31, 1936 as follows::

Orchard rin ‘
Lons s  Received per Ton : Lota.l Recelpts

6161.332 526411 - $160,874.49
7316.229 | 23,06 168,786.52
6047, 142 | 19.19 116,057.55

Average for the threo. years = $22 82 per ton

The membership of this organization (approximately 140

mbmbers); represents, by volume of production, sbout one-third .of

the tomnage of pears grown in the Clear Lake Basin.




Exhivit D-ll(l) shows the result of & certain study dealing
with the cost of growlng pears in the Clear .I.alce Basin for the Iive-
yesr period ending December 31, 1930. This speclific study shows that
on the: avérage the cost of iaroducing peors was $26.27 per toﬁ;5 which
fncludes all labor, bauling to the packing sheds, meterials, over-
head, depreciation, and interest on the investment at 6 per cent.(?‘)

A nuzber of witnesses testifled that the cost of producing pesrs had

increased subsequent to 1930 due prmarily to increased cost of labor

 and: pest control expense,

Upon the basis that the pear growers are confronted with
costs of production-in excess of return, Semxmel Hill, reprosent:.n'g' '
the Lake County Fruit Exchange, and J. J. Deuel , Tepresenting the
California Farm Bureg& Podoration, each urged the Cormission to make
8 reducetion of not iess than 10 per cent in the minimm rates 63
prescribed in its said Decision Yo. 28928, a3 amended, for the trams-
portation ‘of pears in lots of 18,000 pounds and over. |

(1) This report is entitled "Final Summary of the Lake County Pear
Managenent Study Lfor the five-~yoar perlod 1926-1930, inclusive.
Carried on by seventeon Lake County pear growers Iin cooporation
with the Agricultursl Extension Service of the Univeralty of
California. L. C. Barmard, Loke County Farm Advisor, Kelzeyville,
Calirgmia; Arthur Shultlis, Extension Speclalist In Farm Nanage~
ment. - - -7

The following iz quoted from this Study (Exhibit D=11):".

' "The fature cutlook for pears indicates an Iincreasing total

production to he sold. This means a lower price even In splte

of all measures that can probably be talen to stabilize prices.

It becomes necessary, thorefore, for those growers who desire to

make a profit to bring about a comslderable decrease In thelr

costs per ton. Growers should strive to lower thelr costs bolow

$22.50 o ton, although that figure 1s not a price prediction but

o suggested goal for the cost of production, With costs that low s

grower con comtimwe to make a living from 20 acres or more of pears.”
"The only woy the grower can possibly meet future lower prices .

15 to increasse ylelds of frult per acre and decrease some of the.

costs por acre. A grower who Increases his average ennumal yleld

from 7 to 12 tons to the acre will Lind hls cost per ton reduced

from about $25.00 a ton Lo about $18.00 a ton. A reduction in

costs of £25.00 an acre with the same 7-ton yleld would only.

reduce the cost por tom Lrom $25.,00 to $22.00.7 o
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The contention that the growers in this district are now |
recelving less Lfor thelr pears than 1t costs to produce Them, stande~
ins by Ltself, does not Justify the Commission in reducing tranaporta-
tion rates below a polint where the truck operator can realize someth&ng
in excess of the actual out-of=pocket cost or provid;ng the service.
.To-deny the trucker this right ﬁould not only be Lllegal but wouldv
be adverse to public Iinterest, as roasonable aﬁd adéguate service |
cannot be expected to continue where the operator'!s revemue is not:
sufficient to pay his out=of=-pocket cost.

Regquest 1s also made that the Commission preseribeo minimum
transportatlion rates on & bhox or package basis rather than on the
100-pound uwnit. This request is supported by the fact that the trade
has developed the practice of using the box as a wnit of measure /

rather than.the 100=pound basis Iin determining both revenue and ox~-
penses In the pear industry. The record shows that it is a common
practice to consider the weight of 40 boxes of peafs .85 one ton.

It eppears upon this record that this. requeut 13 roasonable and can'
be met by Including an appropriate rule in the Order. it should be-
pointed out, however, tha Ssuch a rule is not to be consldered ss a‘
precedent to apply in otb@r decisions whare the record mighz not ’

- Justify suck s conclusion.

It was pointed cut that under prevail;ng econditions it costs"
less to ship pears from the Clear Leke Basin to Los Angeles if the

shipment is re-billed at San Francig;o then 1s the.case whore the.

shipment is on a single through-billing. This results froi tﬁefradf
that the Comm;sqion has not to date fixed the ratos for this claﬂs
of transportat;on between Son Francisco and- Los Ax@ples, therororo,
the Radial Highway COmmon Carriers and Highway Contract Carriers
have made thelr own rate, for th;s haul. ,

Some difference of opinion exiqtu between .the rall carriers

and truck operators as to the justiricatkon of a differential between




the.rall and truck rates for the transportation of pears between

the Clear Lake Basin and Los Angeles. The Pacific Motor i&-an.spoi-t
contends for a. lower rate due. £o the fact that sbout double the

timo 1s consumed in s rail s:_hip';nent; as compared with e truck movex;w'nt.
On the other hand, the truck operators teke the position thet the ad;
Tantage of the, saving In tﬂ.me. is moi:e than oi‘fseﬁ vy the added service
offored by the' 'rails Iin the wéy ‘c.;f refrigera.tion. and holding thé 'av-.m.p-
ment 1n the cars at ..oos Angeles for ’cbree days without add.ed charge. |
Th_':... ques tion, however, is nmore or less incidente.l to this proceedi.ng
and the Commission cannot on thls record establish a dii‘ferent.:.al
between these two classes of service.

The record shows that there WOTO SOme "i’or hire™ truck ship—
ments of pears between £he Clear Leke Basin and Marysville where feing
. facilitlies are provid.ed on the 1ines of the ra.ilroads. The Transporta-

tion rate 3tmcture 30t :C'orth in Commission'v Order in sa.:l.d. :Deci..ion
No. 28928 as amonded, dld not provide ra.tes for such a movement. The
following Order will prescride minimum rates for truck transportatioﬁ
from ‘cb.e Cleaxr Lake Basi:o. to Marysvﬂ.lle ’ as woell as to Luther, Los
Gatos, G.Llroy, See.bright, William... ’ Coluse., and 'X’u‘oa c.gty, vrn.z.ch s.'re

other po.x.nts or record whe;'e ‘shipments of pears have been or may be
maGe In the future.. N " | |

A rovised cost study was introduced by :E-‘red H. Chosm:.t one |
of the Commission's engineers, setting forth the vesult " of his further
study on cost of fra.nsporting f:-,esh.fm:.:t, particularly ﬁea.rs, oy
track out of the Clear Lake Easin to various points In Cal 1fornis.
This study was received as Exhibit No. D-15 é.nd 1s to Do céngider‘ed‘
2s & supplement to hls former cost study of truck ,qura;‘:ién,“:.zlztro-'
duced in this record as Exhivit D=1 at the former hesring at Lakeport
on March 31, 1936. The cost of. truck f:apsportatiox;, 23 set forth in
Exatolt D-15, 1s lower then is the. cese with Exalbit D1, Verying in

K
hi

-5=




amounts deopending upon the size of the oquipment. The difference
comes primarily from the fact that the es‘c.’mated operating speed is
higher in Exhidbit D-15. Nr. Chesmut testified thaat where soy 41f-
forences existed in the two estﬂ.mate.,, the figures shown in Exb.ibit ‘
D-lS should prevail.

The followﬂ.ng tabulation 4s: teken from Exhibit D-J.5~

. _Average Cost per 100 pouﬁﬁ; (@) .

’ Longth of Haul in Miles
Size of TUnit z — 100 z 200

S-ton $0.2240 $0.4330 -
10=ton « 1430  «2720
15-ton #1259 «2350
20~ton. e 1196 «2220.

With the exception of the 20-ton wnit » Which is usually em-

Ployed In the long haul movements, the above estimated costs of trans-
portation ‘sre substsmtially loss than thoso shown fin Exaidlt D-. Tbe
amount o the differexnce varies depending upon the size of the ‘equip-'
ment but is Iin general slightly in excess of 10 per cent. This rev?ision'
in the cost estimate supportv the contentlon for & 10 por cent PO~ |
duction In the mi transportation rates = excop’c in the case or &
20-1:0::1 wnit.

Je Jo Deuel of the Californis Farm Bureau Federation made a
motion that the Commission defer the fixing ¢of minimum rates govérnin,g |
the transportation of’ pears out of the Clear Lake Zas in wntll such
time as it had fixed & comparable rate for the trmsportat.x.on of peaxrs
out of other producing areas in the State. It was his contention that_-'»
where a district is required to operate under such rates, it 1s placed

at a disadvantage with other districts of the State where no such

(3) The report ..pecified that these costs are for Valley Eighways
and should be Increased where lMowntain roads are oencountered -
or operating expenses are increaced due to ferry or dridge tolls.

*
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ra'tos have dbeen established. In péssing wpon 1\&. Dovelts motlion,
consideration should be given to the fact that the ‘Commiss..ion had
theretofore establiched rates governing the transportation of pears
out of the Clear Lake Basin by 1ts (rder in sasd Dociaioz;. No. 28928
as amended, and the ‘primary purpose of this further hearing was to
take sdditional evidenco in the 1light of experience which had been
galned subsequent %o the issuance of said Deciaion No. 28928 a3
amended, With the thought in mind that L the rocord justified,
appropriate changes could be made In the rate | 3tmctx‘zre' prqscribed
by that decision. After due consideration 1% 4s concluded that ‘,
this motion should be:den.ied in so far as this proceeding is con—
cernod. | | |

Some criticism was direc‘ced to 'cb.a.t portion of Append.a.x
AT of sald Decision No. 28928 as amonded, d.ealing with both, der.’m-
Itions and rules and rogulations with rospect to the term.w“?o.mt_
of Origin,™ "Split Plcke=up,™ and "Split Delivery." It was Qlleged
that-the definition of the term "point of origin® is mot dofinite,
waever, no suggestions were offered which would Improve the .sifua,-
tion. lorecver, this definition has been employed in mmeréu:'
docisions of the Commission iavolving transportation by moforv'tmcks.'
Ta the record it has‘not been shown that thiz problem in Leke. County
differs materially from other parts of the State and under ‘theze cir-

cumtances we do not feel justified in moking eny change at this t1m<a.

It was also urged that the rules and regulations as set
forth in Append.gx VAW goveranlng split plck-up and split--delﬂ.very
shipments are in need of modification in the interost of eq}zi.‘cy and
clarity. Some shippers contend that the split pickeup pr;vq.lege
afforded to lots fro;n two or more shippers iz discriﬁinatoryi ‘to them

under the rule as 1t now stands os they ship as a singlo orsanizwion.

For example, various rmit exchonges maintain and operate mre than




one packing plant In the Clesr Leke Basin and are not permitted under
the eoxisting rule to enjoy ‘split plck=up privileges. .
There 1s carrier tostiinony'to the effect that the ¢osts 1n-
volved Ln o spli‘t pick-up movemont 1s substantiell y tho same whothor
or not the split pick-up I1s made Lfor the account of one or: mo'ro/
shippors. Tt 4s concluded that the Order herein should smend the -
rele governing split plck=-vyp °exm.co to pomit its application i‘or
lots from one o more shippers and also cla.rii‘y whatevor amoiguity
mey exist under the rule pow in effect. ,

Thore 1s some testlmony in the record by "for hiro" tmck
operators to the effect that the minimu:n transportation rate., pro-
seribed In safd Decfsion No. 28928 as amonded, ore just and Teason-

- gble and should not be reducocl. This pos 1tion 1s supported ‘by tb.e
statement that operation under these rates has not producod excossive
refturns to the truck opera.tor end with Increased labor costs, amy
reduction In the rates will result in ini’orior service. J

A caroml review of this recond loads ‘bo tho conclusion that
the ‘rates, rules and reguldtions cstabli..hod in a.nd. by the Conm:.ssion“'.
Order in said Decision I'o. 28928 as amended, beo modii‘ied in the follow-
irng respects: | o A |

1e The minlmum tremsportation ratez for the movement of
poars, fresh In packages, Lrom the Clear Lake Basin to the various
points of destination moving uwnder minimum welghts of 18,000 and |

30,000 pounds should be reduced approximately 10 'por coent, except ,

in thoe case o:.‘.‘ shipments mo'é'ing to Los Ane;olos ; togother with a
corresponding reductlion for the transportation of empty containors.

24 The Ordor should provido for o scale oi' rates basod
upor & mintmmn of 10,000 pounds, in addition to 'cb.ose now prescribed. ~‘




Se. The Order sheu.id‘ provide minimum. truck rates for the ;
trensportation of pears to add:!.tione.lf" points, viz., Marysville,
Iuther, Los Getos, eurey, Seabright, Williams, Colusa, and ‘Yubs
City.

4. The Order-should conteln & rule prescribing estimated

weights as 8 substitute for . actusl wolghts in the transportation
of pecrs in ete.ndai;d pear boxes. |
‘The definition of rules and regulations relating'to"

charges. for "split plcek-up™ and "split.delivery™ shipments should
be modiffed. = | | | |

Finelly, it is the Commission's comclusion that'the Order-
in safd Decision No.. 28928 as emended should be modified 'in ac-
cordance with the. foregoing and that these changes: ee.n'be..t o
accomplished by promulgating snother o:cder which, in erfect > w’.z.ll' :
supersede und be In lieu of the one prescribed in sald Dec;.‘.ss.on .

No. 28928 as amended.. . . ST

QRDER

"‘urthe; beuings‘ fxe.vib.é been hold in tﬁ:e above entitled
proceedings and gool. cause appear.z.ng,

IT s H:EPE.?! ORDERED tbat the Order and Appendices at eached
therete :m Dec.«.sien No. 28928 as amended 'b:y' Doclsion No. 28970
the sbhove ent.x.tled preceedinge are b.ere'by amended te ree.d a3 i’ollow:::

TORDER '

"Public }e.ez'z:::'i.ﬂxzx,:_r,e having been held in the abeve entitled

proceeding., and ba.,ed upon the evddence received at ‘cbe hearings ’
therein, and upen the eonclue.a.ene zet fe*tn in the preceding Opinden-

| "IP IS HERESY ORDERED the.t the rates » mles and regulatiens
set forth in Appendix A" attached bereto ond me.de a part bereor

o and they are hereby approved and established. to become eﬂ‘ee‘tive _




April 30, 1937, as the Just, reasomable, and non-Ciscriminatory
. minlmm rates » rules and regulatlions to bde charged; collected and
obsexrved by all radial highway common carriers and highway contract
carriers, as defined in Chepter 223, Statutes of 1935, for the trans-
portation of fresh pesrs and empty -carriers, returning, over the
pudlic highways from and to the points involved hereizi and. '~sét,'i‘orth
ané included iIn said Appendix’ "A." |

®IT IS EERESY FURTEER ORDERED that the minfmum rates herein
established for the trausportation of empty carriers, returning,
supersedé the minimum rates eﬁtablished in Decision No., 28761 in
Part "AT of Case No. 4088. |

"IP IS BEREBY FURTBER ORDERED that Melvin W, Prathar, M:‘s.

Je Ae Bolthly, Charles Xuppinger, Culdo de Chetaldl, A. M.. Akin..,
The. Eerrick Company, Ce Fo PFrodoerickson & Sons, Wilbur ,Sp::'.:.ngs-, Stage
Company, Pacl 4":I.c: Greyhound Lines, Inc., Rellway Expres.. Agency, and
Paciflic Motor Transport Company be, and they are, nereby ordered to
ceaze snd desist on or before April 30, 1937, snd thercaltor abstain
from applying, demanding, collecting or roceiving for the trénspor'ca—- ‘
tion of the articles and commoditﬂ.ea doscribed in Appondir TRM hereo*‘ |
from and to t}:e po...n’c., involved herein, rates J.ea., tb.an those .,et
forth. in said Appendix "A" hereof.

IT IS EERESY FURTHER ORDERED that the respondents named in
the next preéediné parégraph and each of them be and they are hereby
ordered and directed o éstablisb: on or before April 30, 19;’;7', upon
not less than three (3) days! notice to the Cormission and i:ﬁ:-.e public‘
for tho trensportat.x.on of the articles and commodit;.es de...cribed in
Appendix A" hereor, £rom 80é to the points mvolved herein, rates
0o lower than those set i‘orth 4n sa1d Appendi.x "A" hereot. ,

[ . : . w'




| ID IS EEREPY FURTHER ORDERED that every.radial highway

common cé:rriez: and Mshwa§ contract carrier shall issue to the sbip—
per, for each shipment rocelived for transportation,. s freight BILY
in substantially tho form set .forth In Appendix "B hereof, dut may .
include In. sald freight bill, In addition to the ',prc;visvions. appea:':"in.g'
on sald form, such other reasonable snd lawful zﬁrovizions. as ney be
deemed proper, and shall retain and preserve i‘or reference ,‘ subject.
to the imspection of the Commiss.;on or 1ts employees s & copy of said
freigb.t bill for a peried of not less than ..h::-eo (3) years Lfrom the
date of Iits issuance. . » . '

"IT IS FEREBY FURTEER ORDERED that the Commission shall and
1t does hereby retain jurisdicti’on of these proceeding: for the pur-
pose of establlishing or approving the just, reasonable e.nd nOR=
dilseriminatory maximam and minimum or mexiwmum or minlmum ratea » Charges,
classifications, rules and regulations to be charged, _collected, and
observed by radfal highway common carriers ap.d bighway ‘contract
carriers ,,bot@.,for‘ transportation service he:;einab.ove, described and
for ofker transportation and accessorial services as may . from time.
to time appear proper in the light of other or mrther evidenge re-
coived herein and for the purpose of establisbhing snd prescribins,
such rates as will provide an equality of tramsportation rates for
the transportation of the articles and commodities here Invelved -
between all competing agencles of transportamon. ' |

The offoctive date of this Second Supplemental Orde:' shs.ll
ve thirty (30) days from the date hereof.

_*'.:ed‘ai_:v San Francisco, Californis, thils
MaICh, 19370

S /Coml\ssioners.




APPENDIX AT

Noming Mindmum Rates and Rules and Regulations Lor the |
Transportation of Fresh Pears and Empty Carriers, Te-
turning from and to points in Lake County on tho ope
hand, and othe:- points in California on the other hand.

EXPLANATION OF TECENICAL TERMS AND ABEREVIATIONS -

POIE OF GRIGIN mesns the precise location &t which pro-.
pervy 13 p.»cked wp or 18 to Do picked up and loaded In or. on.
oquipment oi‘ the carriexr i‘or transportation. .

POINT OF PESTINATION meaons the proclise locat.;.on at which
propoxrty 13 discharged or 1s to be discharged from the equipmexnt
of. the csrrier.

| SHI?MEM means a 1ot received from one ShIpper oD One .
shipping order 6:~ 411 of lading at one point of origin at one
' time for one consignee and one deostination. (Seo role govemin.s L
“Split Pick~up and Dolivery Sh:.pments" under heading "Rules and
Ree;\zla‘c.x.ons" for. exception).

SPLIT. PICK-UP means & lot for delivery to one coﬁsi@eg .‘
at ono poiﬁt of destination recelved on onme shipping ordexr or"biil
of lading i‘rom. ; _

(a) One c;nsignor at-two or more Points of origin.

(p) Two or more consignors at one point of origin
or at two or more points of orﬂ.gin.

SPLIT DELIVERY means o lot received. on ‘one shipping order
or 11l of lading Srom ope consignor at “ome point of ordgin at
one time, £o be delivered. to- s

(a) One consignoe at two or more points of destination.

(b) Two or more consignees at ome point of destination
or at two or moz{ points of destination.




APPENDIX "A" (Cont'd)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

LY

PICK~-UP AND DELIVERY: Ratos named herein include plek- |
up at point of orizin and delivery at point of destinatioen.
WEIGHTS: Excopt as noted below, charges shall be asséssed
upon the actual gross welght of the zhipment. No ,allowé.nce or do-
duction shall be made for the weight of containers.
EXCEPTION 1. - On shipments of fresh pears transported
in standard pear boxes inside depth including cleats 9%
Inches, inside width 11% Inches, outside length.19-3/8
inches, an estimated welght of S0 pounds per box shall be
used in lieu of the actual gross welght. o S
EXCEPTION 2. ~ When the charges accruing on a shipment
based upon actual gross weight or upon authorized estimeted:
welght exceed the charges computed from a rate based upon thoe
next greater wnit of minfwmm weight, the latter shall applya.
SPLIT PICK~-UP OR SPLIT DELIVERY SEIPMENTS= (App:!_.:f.es,onz.j- i
to the %transportation of fresh pe;i:ba). | |
Split pick-up or split delivery service may be renderqd‘
only when the ontire lot of property weighs 4,000 po{:nds or more
or whon transportation charges are computed upon a welght of 4,000
pounds or more. Shipments must originate on one shipping order or
bill of .lading on one day. No shipment shall be accorded both
split pick-up ané split delivery sexrvice. Split dolivery zervice
may be rendered only when shipments are to be delivered at ome
point of destination or whenm the Lfirat and succeeding points of
destination are intermediate betwoen the pOint‘ of origin and the

last point of destimation.

Charges for split pick-up -61' split delivery shipments

shall be computed as follows:

On split pick=-up shipments charzes shall be assessed
2pon tho welght of the entire lot and upon the rate
applicable to such weight plus.a sum equal to one
cent pexr 100 pounds for the welight of each pick-up
but In no czze less than 25 conts per pick-up.




APPENDIX "A"™ (Cont'd)

RULES AND REGULATIONS (Cont'd)
On split delivery. ".chipments charges shall be assessed

upon the weight of the entire lot and upon the rate applicable

to sucb. weigb.t to the highest :-e.tecl point of destimtion oi' any :

part of the en‘cire lot plus a sum equal to one cent per 100

pounds for the we.‘.gb.t of ea.ch delivery but :.n no cese less than

25 cent., per delivery.

RA.‘I‘ES IN CENTS PER lOO POUNDS ON FRESHE PEARS, "IN PACK.AGES
FROM- POINTS OF ORIGIN IN LAKE COUNTY NOT MORE TEAN 20 MILES
DIS'I!M\TT BY EIGEVWAY FROM I.A.KEPOR'I.‘. =

:10: . I’o:!.ntq of destination. .=
:located within the corporate - -z
:1lImlts of named c¢itles, oex- o
: ce;pt &8s otherwise ind.t.cated :

L

M.m.’x.mum Tei j;nt :I.n Pound.s B
4,000 1o,ooo '+ 18, ooo 3o,ooo

' Eop:.a.nd- o 15 12 10 N
Tkiskh . R ¥ 0.,
Santa Rosa . 28 22 7
Sebastopol - - - 28 22 . 17
Napa 38 30 23
Peteluma - - - - I 32 25 19
San Francisco - ' ‘48 39 30
Osklend. - § | .o 48 3 . ’
Alameda , 4 39 30
Eporyville - 48 - 39 . 30
Borkeley 48 39 30
Albany : - 48 - 39 . 30
E1 Cerr.s.to 48 39 30
Richmond - T . .48 39 - . 30
San. Leandro 42 - 39 S0
Hayward , 52 . 42 .32
Niless® 52 . 42 . 32
Centervilles . , - 42 32, .
San Jose. 46 34
Sante Clara ' . . " 46 . *
Svaonyvale | : 46
Mountaln View , - 46
Compbells , - 46
Iuthers . 46 .

Los Gatos § , \ 48
Gllroy: - . : 50
Soa’oright‘* ' ‘ : 55
Williams ~ 28 .22
Colusa e5
Yuba, -C1ty - 30

- Moxysville 30
Sacrsmento. , . e 39
Stockton: | T Lo | - 45
Nodesto | : 50.

Los Angeles o 1oc.:- .90

ii i' a e

-

% ‘Rates apply to points of Gestination not mome tha.n 2 miles distant
by highwey Lrom the »all depot.
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APPENDIX "A" (Conttd)

RULES AND REGUTLATIONS (Conttd):

. - -

RATES IN CENTS PER 100 POUNDS ON EMPTY CARRIERS, RETURNED,
OR WZEN SHIPPED FOR A RETURN PAY LOAD VIA THE SAME CARRIER .
AS THE QUTBOUND MOVEMENT. 10 POINTS OF DESTINATION IN LAXKE "
COUNTY NOT MNGRE THAN 20 MILES DISTANT BY HIGHEWAY FROM LAKE-
PQORT, FROM POINTS. OF ORIGIN LOCATED WITHIN. TEE CORPORATE
LIMITS OF NAMED. CITIES, EXCEPT AS OTEERWISE INDICATED..

I3

Hoplandss - El Cerxrito ‘ Los Gatos -
Tkiah - Richmond © Gaurey
Santa Rosa ' San Leandro Seabrights
Sebastopol Bayward © Willlams
Napa. o Niless | , Colusa
Potaluma Centervilles- - Yube City
Sem Francisco - San Jose | Marysville
Oslklend - Senta Clara Sacramento
Alamoeda - Suanyvale - Stockﬁon
Enmeoryville ' Mountain View Modeszte
Berkeley Campbellx Tos Angeles
. | :putlier* - |

- Rates apply to points of destination not more than 2 miles
distant by highway from the rall depot. .




simnn cau:n AHD rm:xcm hn.L ‘

Hame of carrier -' LTt eetocE et , _ ,Billlio. :
(Name of Cmier must be S50 66 shown o Pemiﬂ_ Perrmilt No.

-

Point of Orlgin - L ‘Date , 193

Shipper ) ‘Consigne.e'

Streot Address ‘Street Address

Gty s Oity

-

Packeges  t _ Kind Doscription of Comnodities 1 Fiioight 1| Kate

Shipper l e Oheck here S
By . Ordgin mstination 3 :

(Show neme in full) i Term- ¢ sto‘re‘g Terme | Store t Ce 0 D,
Received by Carrier in good condition sl § Door ¢ inel ¢ Door

except as noted I t 2
5

'
!
t
t
!
: _ !
i
:
!
}
$

Driverjahcm name in full) e
Recolived by Consignes in good condition

_ excépt as noted !
By : i
|

 (show name in full) i’ropald
* Show each charge ssparately &nd what it

PPN J resents, -
It o her unit of ohargee, show p-sr box orate,bundle bas,head.eto. ’

Totai t0 Collect




