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In the Matter of the Establishment of )
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mum rates, rules and regulations of zll
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way Contract Carriers operating motor Case No. 4088
vehlcles over the public highways of the Part wuv
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fications, rules, regulations, c¢centracts
and practices, or any thereof, of Common
Carriers of property.
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/
é
In the Mztter of the Investlgation and
Ca
Part rBu

Additiopal Apvearances

T. A. L. Loretz, for Loretz and Clsen.

Harold W. Dill, for Truck and Warehouse Associztion of San
Diege and Imperlial Countles.

E. W. Baugh, for Motor Truck Association of Southern
Californix.

BY THE COMMISSION:

THIRD_SUPPLEWENTAL OPINTON AND ORDER

By Decision No. 29480 as amended in the above entitled
proceedings, the Commission prescribed reasonable and sufficient
rates for common carriers, and Jjust, reasonable and non-aiscrimina-
tory minimunm rates for radizl highwey commen and highway contract
carrlers, for the tramsportation of propertyl between points In the

territory bounded generally by Burbank and San Fernando on the

7 .
Certain traffic was excludea from the application of the rates.
A tabrlation of the exclusions is contuined in Rule No. 20(c) of

Appendix "A" to Decision No. 29480 as asmended in these proceedings.




nortk, Redlands, Yucaipa, Hemet Valley and Escondido on the east,
the Mexican border on the south, 2nd the Pacific Ocesn on the west.
The rates became effective on April 12, 1937.

Thereafter various interested parties represented to the
Commission that modifications and minor changes should be made in
the established rates and in the rules governing them. For the
purpose of receiving evidence relative to such proposed modifica-
tions and changes 2 public hearing was had before Exeminer Howard
G. Freas at Los Angeles on June 22, 1937.

Iwenty-eight modifications, a list of which is contained
in Appendix MA® hereto, were suggested. Seven witnesses testified.2

No evidence was introduced with respect to a number of the
proposals, although the record shows that all parties suggesting
changes were particularly advised that the matters would be consid-
ered at the public hearing. Proposals for which no justification
was Introduced will not be further discussed in this opinion.3

Considerable testimony was received, both in support of
and in opposition to proposals dealing with boumdary lines of cer-

tain zones in the Los Angeles area.4 However upon the request of

Mr. E. R. Brashear, representing the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce,
it was agreed that action upon these metters should be deferred to
permit the introduetion of evidence in behalf of interested shippers

at a later hearing.

HE. W. Baugh and H. Halverson, for The Motor Truck Associztion
of Southern California.

George T. Burst, for The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Raillway
Company, and Santa Fe Transportation Company.

M. Smith, for Southern Pacific Company and Pacific ilotor Trans-
port Company.

J. P. Cozad, for Towner Manufacturing Company.

H. J. Bischoff, for Southern Californlia Freight Lines and
Southern Celiforniz Freight Forwarders.

M. D. Brombaugh, for E. m. Cope Commercizal Company.

They =2re numbered 6, 2, 11, 12 and 13 in Appendix T4".
They zre numbered 1, 5, 20 and 27 in Appendix maAr,
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Witnesses Baugh and Smith urged that the orders be modi-
fied to establish the charge provided for a shipment of 15,000
pounds as minimum, for = shipment weighing in excess of 15,000
pounds (Proposal 2). Both witnesses pointed out that in the ab-
sence of such a modification shipments welghing in excess of 15,000
pounds might be transported at lesser total charges than shipments
weighing 15,000 pounds or less, and said that thls practice had 2
demoralizing effect upon carriers and shippers alike. Mr. Smith
stated he believed that the change would involve few, if any, in-
creases in rates so far as his cpmpanies were concerned. No objec-
tion was made to the adoption of this proposal.

Proposals & and 28 involve the application of rates at
Long Beach and Los Angeles Harbor, and are closely related to each
other. No evidence was introduced in direct support of either of
ther, although wlitness Smith recuested that 1f consideration be
given to them, the same rates be established from and to both harbors.

Witness Baugh proposed that rules be added providing for a
limitation of the periods within which crealt might be extended in

the collection of the carriers' own charges and also in the collec-

tion of charges of comnecting carriers, steamship companies and
warchouses (Proposal 25, superseding 4). In the former instance he
recormended & rule corresponding to that prescrilbed by the Inter-
state Commerce Commission for motor carriers; in the latter & period
of 96 hours. He stated it as his belief that some limitation of
credlt was necessary and urged that the reguirements applicable to
interstate commerce be adopted here in the interest of wmiformity.

Several proposals (7, 23 and 24) involve changes in Rule
90, governing splié pick-up or delivery serVice.s Witness Baugh

Established rules referred to nerein are those provided in Ap-
pendix "A" of Decision No. 29480, as amended, in these proceedings.




suggested that the word "directly™ de inserted before the word
"intermediate™ in peragraphs (a) emd (b) of the rule, and also
recommended the adcption of a requirement that éharges upon split
delivery shipments de pald by the shipper and charges upon split

Pick-up shipments be paid by the comsignee. He stated that the car-

6
Tiers he represented had hed little experience with the operation

of the split plck-up or delivery rule as yet, dbut were fearful that
unless the suggested chenges were mede the rule would serve to dbreak
down their rates and deplete their revenues. Witness Bischoff intro-
duced an exhidbit (MB~8) in connection with which he proposed a com-
plete revision of the split pick-up or aelivery rule. JAmong other
things the revised rule would permit split pick-up or delivery service
upon shipments wéighing 2,000 pounds or more where the maximum dis-
tance between eny point of origin and point of delivery 4id not exceed
20 miles, It would also provide a sliding scale of minimum charges
based upon the weight of each pick-up or delivery, in lieu of the
present minimum of 20 cents per pick-up or delivery. Charges upon
both split pick-up and split delivery shipments would have to be pre-
paid, the former by the consignee and the latter by the consignor.

¥r. Bischoff also stated that the practice of pexforming split pick-
up or delivery service was relatively new, and that the carriers had
had little experience therewith. Witness Smith introduced exhibits
((B-5 and MB-6), setting forth proposed modifications of and additions
to the split pick-up or delivery rule, princlpally designed to prohibit
back hauls and out-of-line hauls. |

Witness Hurst asked that Rule No. 20{b) be modified by pro-
viding that the restrictions of the rule should not operate to prohldlt

a ralilmod from meeting the competition of a shorter rall Line dy

wWitness Baugh stated that The Motor Truck Assoclation of Southern
California has approximately 200 members, about I0 of which are common
carriers, and the balance radial highway common carriers, highway con-
tract carriers snd c¢ity carriers.
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charges no lower than those applying via the shorter line.v (Pro=

posel 8). Ee explained that until such modification wes made the
Santa Fe would be unable to compete with its competitors between Los
Angeles and Bekersfield and other points. No objection was offered
to the adoption of this proposel.

Witness Cozad, whose company manufactures and ships approxi-
mately 300 tons of agricultural implements end parts annually from
Santea Ana destined principelly to Los Angeles, Imperial Valley and
San Joagquin Velley, requested the establishment of & commodity rate
of 25 cents per 100 pounds for the tramsportation of these commodities
ir eny-guantity lots from Sante Ane to Los Angeles (Proposal 10). Ee
explained that common carriers dld not generally meintain through
rates from Santa Ana to the Imperial and Sen Joaquin Valleys, although
through rates were provided from Los Angeles and Oxnard, where compet-
ing manufacturers were located. He testified that the 25 cent rate
was sought primarily for the purpose of reducing the combined transpor-
tation charges from Sente Ana to the Imperlial and Sam Joaquin Valleys,
and said that if through rates were provided from Santa Ana to those.
points, comparable to the rates applying from Los Angeles and Oxnaxd, -
the proposed commodity rate would not be necessary.

Mr., Bischoff requested the edoption of a rule providing that
on ligkt and bulky articles welghlng less tham twelve pounds per cuble
toot of space occupied, charges should be computed by epplying the
first class rete on the basls of twelve pounds for each ocuble foot of
space occupied (Proposal 14). He stated that the average weight of
first class freight was epproximately twelve pounds to the cubic foot,
whereas fourth class freight averaged sbout twenty pounds per cubie

Rule 20(b) provides that for the tramnsportation of any shipment
from, to or through the territory within which the established rates
apply, the charge for the emtire service shall be nmot less than the
charge established for the service perfomed within such territory.




foot. Ee said that without a cubic foot rule the freight c¢lassifi-
cation did not return adequate transportation revenue on bulky ship-
ments. The proposed rule, he testified, was to be epplied as minimum
only and not operate in cases where classification ratings produced
higher charges. The Southern Pacific Compeny, Pacific Motor Transport
Compeny, The Atchisen, Topeka & Sents Fe Rallway Compeny, and Santa
Fe Trangportation Company opposed the prescription of the suggested
cubic foot xule insofar as it might be applied to their own operations.
They expressed the opinion that its enforcement would prove unduly
burdensome to the carriers because of the necessity of requiring
clerks to measure shipments and calculate density end pointed out that
wmless it were applied with great diligence it would result in dis-
crimination between carriers and between shippers.

Rules 40(a) end 70(a) now provide an edditional oharge of
5 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 25 cents per shipment, for plek-up ox
delivery at other than street level where no vehicular elevator or
vehicular ramp is provided. Witness Baugh asked that these rules be
amended to meke this charge applicable also where the capacity of an
elevator or ramp is insurficient to recelve the carrier's vehicle. He
further asked that the same charge be epplied to any ahipment picked
up or delivered more than 15 feet from carrier's vehlele (Proposals
15, 21 end 22). He stated that carriers were sometimes required to
transport shipments considerable distances from the truck, and were
occasionally called upon to render upstairs plck-up or delivery with-
out additional compensation, even though the availsble vehlcular
elevetor or ramp could not accommodate the truck used. The limitation
of 15 feet wes arrived et arbitrarily, he sald, but the carriers he
represents believed the suggested additlonal charge reasonable for

shipments moved more thap that distamnce beyond the vehlcle.




Witness Bilschoff requested that shipments weighing less
than 100 pounds de excluded from spplication of the accessorial
charge provided in Rule 70(a). Ee stated that in his opinion the

charge was not roeasonabdle for small shipments, which in many cases
the driver may carry with him when advising consignee of arrival.
As further Justification for exclusion of small shipments Mr. Bischoff
pointed out that property transported by Railway Express Agenoy and
certain paxcekdelivery carriers is exempted from the established rates,
end that these carriers meke inside apnd upstairs pick-ups and de-
liveries without additional chexrge.

Witness Brombaugh, testifylng in behelf of E. M. Cope Com~

mercial Company of Redlands, requested that the Commission restore
certain group commodity rates formerly maintained by severel common

carriers from Los Angeles to Redlands, and that the class rates now
provided for shipments of 500 pounds or more be made applicadle to
snaller shipments, regardless of weight (Proposel 17). He asked that
comrodity rates be provided for washing machines, electric refriger-
stors, rapges, garbage cans, tinware, electrical appliances, and all
classes of herdwere and housewares. He compared the rates now charged
for the transportation of certain of these commodities from Los Angeles
to Redlands with those in effect prior to April 12, 1937, and indi-
cated that on shipments of less than 500 pounds the Incresses have been
substantisl. He stated thet his company bought in small quentities
and found the ipcressed transportation costs burdensome.

¥r. Baugh urged that the exceptions to the applicadle classi-
Tication provided in Section No. 2.of Appendix "A™ to Declsion No,

29480, as amended, be Testricted to shipments of 4,000 pounds or more,
except on fresh cut flowers (Proposel 26). He alleged that the classi-

ricetion of shipments of less then 4,000 pounds at percentages of




fourth class was dburdemsome to the carriers, and stated that it was
not the intentlion of the carriers proposing classification excep-
tions at earller hearings In these proceedings that such exceptions
should bde applied to small shipments. EHe conceded that in some

cases the amount of classification work would be increased rather

than reduced by the adoption of his proposal.

The Commission's attention was directed to the fact that
obviously erroneous mileages are shwn in Section No. 4 of Appendix
"A" to Decision No. 25480, as esmended, between Santa Ana and Prado,
end between Oceanside and Fort McArthur (Proposals 16 and 18),

The retes which decame effective April 12, 1937, were es-
tablished upon a comprepensive record,e and the rate adjustment made
was & bdroad one. It is recognized that the necessity or desiradility
of making modifications in a rate plen as sweeping as the one here
involved may well appesar after a reasonable trial period. On the
other hand, it is believed that when the Commission has, upon a com-
prehensive record, established a scale of transportation rates for a
large and importent sectlon of the state, it should be reluctant to
make changes except upon an adequate showing that the changes are de-
sirable and will not result in a maladjustment.

Little justification was offered for the proposel that a
limitation be prescrided foxr the extenslon of credlt by carriers. The

Interstate Commerce Commission recently adopted such a limitation upon
interstate shipments, dbut only after an extensive series of hearings
devoted to the particular subject. Witness Baugh testified that a
change in the credit period allowed on interstate shipments was re-
celving consideration. Furthermore, the question of credit allowed by

Eleven days of public hearing were had in September and Octobder,
1936, followed by ean orsl argument on February 16, 1937, before the
Conmission en banc. Thirty-nine witnesses testified at the public
hearings, end Introduced fifty-nine exhidits. Fourteen parties per-
ticipated in the oral argument.




common carriers throughout the state is involved in Case No, 3773.9

For these reasons the proposals camnnot now be given effect.

The several chenges proposed in the rule governing split
Plek-up and delivery service are complex and in some respects contra-
dictory and the record does not cleerly establish which if any of
those changes would actually better the present rule. As it now
stands the rule is in all essentlial respects ldentical with the rules
esteblished in other phases of Case No. 4088 and in other proceed-
ings.lo Cn this record, end particularly in view of the fact that
split pick-up and delivery rules are comparatively untried, changes
in the existing rules do not appear adviseble. It is hoped that
further experience and study will show definitely what changes should
be mede.

The record indicates that the suggested rate on agricultural
implements and parts is desired primarily to assist the Sente Ane
shipper in competing with 1os Angeles and Oxnard manufscturers on
shipments destined to Imperial Valley and San Joaquin Valley points.
It would sppear that if any adjustment is necessery it should be made
in the through rates rather then in those applylng locally from Senta
Jna to 1os Angeles. Those rates, however, are not before us in these

phases of these proceedings.n

9

In the Matter of the Investigation by the Commission on its own
motion into the rates, rules, regulations, cherges, allowances, con-
tracts, practices, operations and schedules, or any of them, of The
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rallway Company, et al.

10

Decision No. 29723 in Case No. 4088, Part "B", Case No. 4137 and
Case No. 4141; Decision No. 29313 in Case No..4088, Paxrt "C", Case
No. 4106 and Gase No. 4107; Decision No. 28928 in tase No. 4688, Part
*D", and Case No. 4115.

11
Retes from, to and between points in the Imperial and Coachella

Velleys are embraced in Part "R™ of Case No. 4088 and Part "E" of
Case No. 4145; those applying to San Joaquin Velley points will un=-
doubtedly be comsidered in the near future.




It is apparent that the proposed slternative rule for
assessing trensportation charges on a cuble foot baslis would de
burdenscme t0 spply and difficult to enforce, end unless strictly
applied and enforoed would result in undue discrimination. XMore-
over, although the rule would result in inocreased charges the record
gives no indication of the extent of thls increase or its prodabdble

offect upon the carrliers' revenues, The rule will not be adopted at
this time, ‘

The suggestion that en additional charge of £ cents per

100 pounds, minimum additional charge 25 cents, be established for
Plck-up or aelivery more them 15 feet from carrier's vehicle, appears
t0 Pe unreasonadble when it 1s considered that the prescrided rates
and cherges are minimum in aspplication. Moreover, it seems probable
that discriminstion between shippers would result through differences
in parking end traffic conditlions at different locations and at 4ifr-
Terent times of the day. The restiriction proposed in oconmection with
vehicular elevators and vehicular ramps would appear to invite dis-
crimination between carriers and between shippers. If the proposal
were adopted the charges for ldentical service might vary according
to the size of trucks used, and carriers employing large vehicles
would In some cases be unable to compete at an equality of charges
wit:k carriers using smaller vehicles,

In establishing the present rates, the Commission recognized
that doth increases and reductions would result dut found that there
was no need for the mainteneance of the then existing commodity rato.s.lz

12 In speaking of rates in effeot prior to April 12, 1937, -the Commis-
slon, in Decision No. 29480 in these proceedings, sajid: ™ * * commodity
rates lack consistency and gppear t¢ have largely come interx:l.stonco
through unrestrained competition among the carriexs * * * ., When class
rate structures are properly adjusted, few If any commodity rates for
shipments welighing 18,000 pounds and less are Jjustified. The promis-
cuous riling of cormodity rates tends toward dlscrimination between
commodities and comunities, end serves to bresk down the class rates
and the classification upon which the rate structure is duilt.”

-




The xere contention that at this time the rates are excessive com-
pared with prior rates is of little prodative value. There is

nothing in this record to Justify the restoration of former group
commodlty rates for the tramsportation of electric refrigerators,

washing machines, garbage cans, tinware, electrical gppliences amd
"all classes of hardware and housewares"™. The proposal that rates
established for shiprents welghing 500 ﬁounds or more be made applic-
sble to smaller shipments regerdless of weight, is likewlse not sup-
ported in this record.

The proposal thet the classificetion exceptions be restrict-
ed to apply to shipments of 4,000 pounds or more is not a new one. A
similar suggestion wes mede at the oral argument in the proceedings
at Los Angeles on Fedruery 16, 1937, and in disposing of the mgxterls

the Commission sald, "The classification exceptions were resorted to
in order to take care of instances in which, under the partiowlar
circumstances, the class rates prescrided eppeared to be ilmproper.
Since the rates in comnection with which they apply are graded accord-
ing to the tonnage transported, there appears to be no good reason

why edditional weight restrictions should be provided. To do so, more-

over, would result In rate complications which on this reocord do not

appesar to be necessary."
The other proﬁosals have been Justifled.
FINDINGS

Upon consideration of all the facts of record we are of the
opinion and find that Appendix "A® of Declsion No. 29480 of Jamuary
25, 1937, as modified, should be further modified es follows:

13
Decision No. 29592 dated March 8, 1937, in these proceedings.




(1) Change Paregrsph (b) of Rule No, 20, Section No. 1,

to read:

(b) For the treamsportation of any shipment from, to
or thro the territory referred to in para-
greph (a) hereof, the charge for the entire ser-
vice shell be not less then the charge herein
established for the service performed within
sald territory; provided that this restriction
shall not operate to prohivit a rallroad from
meeting the competition of a shortexr rall line
by rates no lower than those legally applicedle
via the shorter relil line.

(2) Change Item (9) of Paragraph (c¢) of Rule No. 20,
Section No. 1, to reed: '

(9) sShipments weighing more than 15,000 pounds, ex-
cept that such shipments shall not be transpor-
tod at a lesser total charge than the charge
herein esteblished for the same transportation
of a shipment of the seme commodity (or of the
same commodities in the seme proportions) weigh-
ing 15,000 pounds.

{3) Change Paragreph (a) of Rule No. 70, Section No. 1,
0 resd: |

(a) For pick-up or delivery at other than street
level, where no vehicular elevator service
or vehicular ramp is provided, an additionel
charge of S5 cents per 100 pounds, minimum addl-
tional charge 25 cents per shipment, shall bde
made; except that no additional charge shall be
made for this service in connection with ship-
ments (or portions of split pick-up or delivery
shipments - see Rule No. 90} welghing 100 pounds
or less,

(4) Change the equated mileages shown in Section No. 4 be-
tween the following points to read as follows:

Between Sente Ana and Prado - - - = = 22.5 miles
Between Oceanside and Fort McaArthur - 75,5 miles

Public hearings having been held in the above entitled pro-
coolings and based upon the conclusions and findings set rfoxrth in the
preceding opinion,




IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Decision No. 29480 of Jenuery
25, 1937, as modified, in the above entitled proceedings, be end it
is hereby further modified to the extent indicated in the foregoing
opinion, effective twenty (20) days from the effective date of this
order.

IT IS EEREBY FURTHER CRDERED that all common carriers as
defined in the Public Utilitles Act be and they are hereby ordered

and dlrected to establish on or before twenty (20) deys from the of-
fective date of this order, on not less than rive (5) days' notice

W the Commission and to the pudlie, rates, rules apd regulations no
lower in volume or offect than those established in and by said De-
cision No. 29480, as modified by prior orders amd by this oxder.

IT IS EEREBY FURTEER ORDERED that in all other respects
said Decision No. 20480 as modified shall remain in full force and

effect.

The effective date of this order shall be twenty (20) days
from the date hereof. | "'

Dated at San Francisc¢o, Californie, this gz day orf
, 1937, |

IR

Commissioners.




APFENDIX “A"

LIST OF PROPOSALS

Thet Exception 2, Rule 30 be eliminated from the oxder.

That Rule 40(f) be re-stated to provide that the aggregate
charges on shipments of 15,000 pounds, at rates as provided
in the decision, be established as minime for any shipment
weighing in excess of 15, OOO pounds.

Thet a common point of o istn and destination apprlying to San
Pedro, East San Pedro, Terminal Island end Wilmington be
estgglished and that such point be designated Los Angeles
Haxbor.

That & Tule be provided for payment, on demand, of eny charges
that the dellivering carrier has sdvanced to connecting car-
riers, werehouses, steamship companies, etec.

That to simplify the epplication of Sectlorn 4 (equated mile-
agoes) notations, opposite those points that are included
within the boundaries described in Rule 60(¢), referring to
"Los Angeles™ for the official distances.

That =& derinition of Hollywood be provided, similar to Rule
60(c) and (&).

That the Commission consider recommendations for revision of
Rule 90 {Split Pick-up or Delivery).

Thet the following de added to Rule 20(bd):

mprovided that this restriction shall not apply to a longer
line where such longer line meets the competition of e
shorter line by rates no lower than rates applying via

the shorter line."

That different rates be established for the transportation of
property between Los Angeles and Gardena and bdetween Los
Angeles Harbor and Gardena.

That & 25-cent rate on agricultursl ilmplements from Santa Ana
to los Angeles be granted. ,

That commodity rates or & classification exception on wet
nitrocellulose be established.

That a fourth class exception be provided on cerdboard, viz.,
chipboard, newsboard, etec., processed.

That different rates be provided on hardwere and household
supplies.

That & so-called "™cudic foot rule™ for large and bulky articles
be adopted. .




13.

16.

17.

is.

19.

0.

2l.

22.

23.

That a rule prescriding additional charges for inside piok-up
and delivery service or for the performance of such services
at other than the ground floor be adopted.

That the distence set forth betweon Santa Anea and Prado bve
changed Lrox 12.5 miles to 22.5 miles.

That lower rates be established on household washing machines,
garbage cans, tinware, gas ranges and other hardware amd
houseware, from Los Angeles to Redlands.

That the distence set forth between Oceanside and Fort Mcirthur
be changed from 16.5 miles to 75.5 miles.

That Rule No. 30, Exception No. 2, be amended to reed as follows:

"This appendix does not apply upon traffic having both ori%in
.and destination in the territory deserided in Rule No. 60(c)."

That the doundery aescription in Rule No. 60(¢) be amended to
read as follows:

"Commencing at the Intersection of North Broadway and Mission
.Rd., thence westerly on North Broedway to Daly St., norther-
1y on Daly St. to Pasadena Ave,, northerly on Pasadena Ave.

o North Flgueroa St., southwesterly on North Figueroa St. to
Sunset Blvd., northerly on Sunset Blvi. to Hollywood Blvd.,
westerly on Hollywood Blvd. to La Brea Ave., southerly on ILa
Brea Ave. to Manchester Ave., easterly on Manchester Ave. and
Firestone Blvd. to Atlantic Blvd., northerly on Atlantic Blvd.
to Washingtor Blvd., easterly on Washington Blvd., to Ansheim-
Telegraph Rd., north westerly on Aneheim-Talegraph RA. to
Goodrich Blvd., northerly on Goodrich Blvd. to Whittier Blvd.,
westerly on Whittier Blvd. to Bastern Ave., northerly on
Bastern Ave. to lAlhembra Ave. (Velley Blvd,), westerly om
Ahembra Ave, to Mission Rd., northerly on Mission Rd. to
point of bdeginning.”

That Rule No. 40(a) be emended to reed as follows:

"Bxcept as otherwlse provided in Rule No. 90, rates are for
‘the tremsportation of shipments as defined in Rule No. 10(e).
Retes include pick-up end delivery at sidewalk platform
truckeide or inside shipper's or comsignee's door at street
level only and not to exceed 15 f£t. from carrier's motor
vehicle; except that rates include pick-up and delivery at
other than street level where vehicular elevator service or
vebicular ramp accomodating carrlerts truck, is provided,.™

That Rule No. 70(a) be amended to include the 15 foot limitation
proposed Iin Propossl No. 21.

Thet Rule No. 90 be emended by inserting the word "directly™
bgiore the word "intermediate™ in paragraphs (a).amd (b) of
said rule. - ' -




24, That new paragrephs be added to Rule No. 90, as follows:

"(£) Charges upon split delivery shipments shall be peid by
.shipper and charges upen split pick-up shipments shall be
pald by consignee. No consignee shall be entitled to demand
split pick-up under this rule unless he furnishes the car-

TieT Witk Written lmsiructions on each shipment specifying

the polnts of pick-up and the neme and addresses of the con-
signors.

(g) No carrier or any agent or employee thereof shall set as
the shipper or consignee, or as the agent of any shipper ox
consignee ln assembling freight, for the purpose of acoord-

ing split pick-up or delivery to shipments transported dy
suoh carrier.”

That a rule be added providing for a limitation of the period
for which oredit may be extended in the collection of rates
and charges corresponding to that prescribed by the Inter-
State Commerce Commission for motor carriers and a limita-
tion of 96 hours for the extension of credit in the ¢collection

of charges to comnecting carriers, steamship ocompanies and
warehouses,

That Sectlon No. 2 be amended to provide for the restriction

of the agplication of exceptions to current classification
therein listed to shipments of 4,000 1bs. or more on all
items except Item No. 70.

That Section No. 4 be amended by adding notations oprosite those
points which are included within the boundaries of the Los
Angeles pick-up and delivery zome as described in Rule No.
60(c) referring to "Los Angeles™ for epplicabdle mileage and
simjlar notations opposite those points whichk are included

ﬁ;thén the city limits of any other c¢ities shown in Secetion
0. 4.

That Section No. 4 be amended by adding the points Long Beach
Harbor and Wilmington Harbor. . ,




