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In the Matter of the Appllcation of
TEE TRUCK OWXERS ASSOCIATION of Celi-
fornlea, & nozn=-profit corporation, for
the epproval of nminimum rates, rules
md reguletions, for the transporta-
tion of cenned goods and dried fruits
between Sen Joaquin Valley points and
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In the Matter of the Estadlishment of
neximuwe or minimum, or meaximum end
ninimmn rates, rules and regulations
of &1l Redlal Eighway Common Carxwiers
end Higbwey Contract Cerriers, operat-
ing motor vebhicles over the public
highways of the State of Californis,
pursuent to Chepter 223, Statutes of
1935, foxr the tramsportatlion for com-
pensation or hrire of eny axnd all conm-
modities, and accessorial services
incident to such transportation.
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In the Matter of the Investigation and
Establistment of rates, charges, clas-~ ™
sitications, rules, regulations, con-
tracts and practices, or any thereol,

of Common Carxiers of property.
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ADDITIONRL APFEARANCES

W. G. Stone, for the Sacramento Chember of Commerce

J. Richard Townsend, J. C. Sommers and C. 0. Burgin, for

A Stockton Trarffic .Bureau, City of Stockton, Stockton Pox¥
District, Stockton Chamder of Commexce and Sen Joaguin
Comuty Fexm Bureau Federation ' , .

®. P. Wedsworth, for Western Pacific Rallroed and Tidewater
Southern Rallway . :

R. ¥. Grose, for Xarirne Terminal Assoclation of Central
California ,

W. 3. Lane, for Dried Frult Association of Callforznla

G. S. Beach, for. Casnners' League of Califorale

Mexrritt D. McCexrl, for the.Port of Oaklexd

R. C. Wileock, for California Fig Growers & Packers, Inc.,
Diedert Bros, & Snyder, Del Mar Packing Co., Enoch Pack-
ing Co., R. Fair, Koligian Bros., Lion Packing Co.,.
Yerkerien Fig Gardeas, Memorie Fruit Co., Pacific Ralsin
Co., Puccinelli Pecking Co., Tusen Packing Co., Vegim
Packing Co., and West Coast Crowers & Packers .

W. J. Withers, for Foster & Wood Canning Co., A. Eershel Co.,

. G. W. Exme Co., Manteca Caaning Co., Mor-Pak Preserving
Corporation, Pacific Grape Products Co., Pacific Packing
Co., The Packwell Corporatioz, Ripon Caxning Co., Inc.,
Stockton Food Products, Inc., Tri Valley Packing Assn.,
Turlock Cooverative Growers. , .
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BY TEE COMNLISSION:
R OPINION ON FURTEER ESARTNG

These proceedings inmvolve retes for the transportetion of
propexty by radlisl highwey cormon carriers, highway contract cerriers
and common ca:'riers.l The parts with which we axre here concerned
rolate to rates foxr the transpoxtation of ceamned goods and dried
Ifruits between Ser Joegquin Velley points on the one hend and San Frem-
cisco Bey points, Stockton and Sacramento on the other hand. They

To envered wupor following petition of The Truck Owners' Association
of Colifornia (Application No. 20745) alleging thet destIuctive com~
petitivé practices were threatening the ability of the cerriers %0
pexforn satisfactory service and that & prompt stadbilization of retes
mest bo accomplished IT the public is to De assured of aldequate trans-
portation facilities. The Assoclation proposed that rates £iled with
the Interstate Cormerce Commission by certain highway carriers be

adopﬁod by this Commission pending the completion of a more extensive
investigation.

After public hearing in these matters the Commissior issued
its Decision No. 29252 of November 9, 1936, establishing for radisl
highwey common axd highwey contrect carriers what on the record then
before it eppezred to be just, reasonsblo and son-discriminetory mini-
aum rates. Common carrier rates were not disturbed. TUpon recelpt of
petitions by various irterested parties the effective dete of said
order was susponded, further hearirgs were had at Sen Frencisco be-
fore Examiner Howerd G. Fress and briefs were filod.

The record upon rfurther heering is much more comprehensive

than thet developed origizally. Twenty-Iive persons, memy of them

A full &iscussion of the purposes for which these proceedings
were instituted will be found in Declsion No. 28761 of April 27,
1936, in Part "AT of Case No. 4088 (39 C.R.C. 703) exnd Decision No.
29480 of Jenuery.25, 1937, in Part "B™ of Case No. £145.
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oxperienced carrier and industrial traflfic men, testified and 88

additional exhibits wore Iintrolduceld. Considerable evidence concern-
ing oommon carrier rates was add.uced,z the veluweo of added or acces-
soxiel sexrvices performed by the different types of carriers was
proved, end competitive conditions in the merketing of ceamneld goolds
and dried frult were discussed exheunstively.

Fred Z. Chesnut, senior engineer of the Commission's
Transportetion Department, presentoed & study of the ressonedle mini-
zuz cost of transporting canned goods and dried fruits by motor tIuck
within the territory involved. Tris study wes based upon Iinterviews
with operators hexdling from 60 to 75 per cent of the camned goods
and dried frult traffic in the Territory, wpon & analysis of numer-
ous questionnaires distriduted to operators, and upon datsa collected
in comnection with the preparation of similar stulies in other pro~
coodings. The witness stated that the majority of the lesc-than
truckload trexsportation was porfomed dy common carriers zmd that
the cost of harndling amall sbipments of dried frull ard cammed goods
wes muck the seme gs the cos?t of herdling general nerchandise, ex~
cept that dbecause of thelir greater dernsity trese particular commodi-

ties tend %o produce & relatively high load Lfactor. Costs developed
Iz this study are:

I’.Jengbh oﬁwl - Niles
oA H 400 . p7ale]

Less than truckload

100 = 2000 pounds .« 4920 .5495 ’ 5550
2000 ~ 4000 3920 «40390 .52&0
4000 = 10000 + 2890 *« 3460 »&OLS
Over 10000 1905 « 2480 « 625

Truckload 4
20000 pounds .0869 0 4SS 2620

30000 ™ 0774 12955 2205
40000 ¥ 0760 «1212 L <2130

e The minimmz highway cerrier ra.tes contained in Docision No. 29252,

supra, Were necessarily affected to & considerable.extent dy the ex-
isting commorn cexxrier rate gtructure., ZIFor competitlive reasons and
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In additior this stuly treats differences in sexrvice which

to some extent influence the routing via truck versus reil carrier,

| such as “ime in transit, dexurrege, fumigetion in tremsit, minimum
weight requirements, loasding and unloading, and draysge beyond rail
facilities.

Roy B. Thompson, Secretary of The Truck Owners' Assocole~
tion, end Joseph Diviny, President of the Tesmsters! Un.".Sn', Iocal
No. 85, presented evidence to the effect that labor end material
costs had increased substantielly after completion of the Chezuut
study.

Californlia Faxm Sureau Federation called seversl contract
truck operators' emd éhippérs' reﬁresentatives to describe operating
practices of highwey carriers, particularly in the tremsportation
o cauned olives for the Lindsay Ripe Olive Company, en association
composed of some 186 San Joaquin Valley olive growers. These wit-
nesses stated that a very favorsble loed factor cen be maintained
in this operation, due to the fact that the oompeny ships rull loads
of olives from Lindsay to San Framcisco, Oekland, Stockton and Sec-
Temento and usuvelly provides return loeds of tin cens, box shooks,
fortilizers, spray materials or cauvstic. The operators 4id not sub-
nit cost records or estimates, dut claimed to have operated profit-
adbly in the past at rates of 19% cents per 100 pounds from Lindsey
to Sen Framcisco, Oskland end Sacreamento, and 15 cents per 100 pounds
from Linasay to Stockton. They stggested these as proper minimmm
rates for this tramsportation, but conceded on cross~exemination
that duve to increased lebor chearges at the ports additional charges
sbould be established where the cearrier supplles helpers to perfornm

2 (Cont*d)

by law the Commission was odliged to observe the lowest common car-
rier rates &5 maximum in developing minimum rates for redial and
contract carriers. The common carrier rates wore not uniform end
the resulting minimum rate structure necesssrily reflected the d4if-
ference in the rates of the seversal carriers.
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tnloading. They sald also that loeds average 15 tons, and proposed
that figure as & truckload minfmum weight, with Tutes 20 per cent
higher for a minimum weight of 20,000 pounds.

Witnesses for The Truck Owners' Association testified con-
cerning loeding and unloading practices et the ports of San Fremcisco,
Oeklend and Stockton and et certair warehouses axnd industries in the
Sex Joaquin Valley. They asserted thet the cost of loading a reil
car was not the proper meesure o be used in fixing & differentiel

over the rall rates when the truck operator performed or assisted in
the performance of loading or unloeding, but that such differentied
should be computed or a tinme basis.s They stated that rail cars

wore froguently loeded directly from the plant production line, where-
es truck shbipments had to be stacked and stored ewaliting arrival of
the truck, and thex be moved to the loading platform. This latter
method of handling, thoy said, was more expensive thexn the fommer,
oven though the truck driver might actually place eand distridute the
Joad uwpon the truck. On cross-examinetion these witnesses admitted
that in ostimating the extra cost of loading trucks over the cost of
loading rail cars they had not consildered the investment or expense
of maintaining spur tracks and conveyor belts. A4As a substitute for
the deductions originelly established to 2pply wherc the carrier’s
exployses 4o not assist in :Loadipg or wnloading, they recormmended

3
In Decision No. 29252, supra, the followlng rule was provided:

"ule No. 40 — LOADING 2D TNIOADING: (Jpplies only to shipments
op which the miniwum weight 1s 30,000 pounds or greater).

»(a) Where the shipper persoxms the loading without the assistance
o the.driver or other employee of the cerrier, a deductioz of 4 cent
per one hundred pounas from the minimum rates herein estadlished
will be made.

*(b) Where the consizmee porforme the wnloading without the assist-
ence o the driver or other employee of the carrier, a deduction of
% cent per oze hundred pounds froz the minimum rates herein estebd-
1ished will be made.*™
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Teles similexr to those in Items Nos. 90 and 100 of Pacific Southwest
Froight Teriff Buresu Locel Freight Teriff No. 9, ¥.F. = I.C.C. No.
9, introduced as Exhidit PC-2 in these proceodinss.‘ '

Stockton Traffic Buresu led en attack against the reil car-
load rates with the expressed purpose of showing that the existing
Trates are unreasonably low and depressed, that rates measured dy.
stendands of reasonsdleness heretofore recognized by this Comission
and the Interstate Commerce Commission would exceed rates based upon
the cost of performing the same service by highway vehicles, and
thet consequently highway carrier costs should be the basis of Lix-
Ing rates for both ralils axd trucks. |

Jo C. Sommers, Traffic Manager of 'zho Stockton Chember of
Commerce, imtroduced & historicel rate study ©o Show the effect of
motor truck competition upon the rail Tate structure. EHe pointed out
that the present rates were the resuli of 2 series of aharp reduetiozs,

meny of which were specifically rlegged &s having been published to

%
These rules axre as follows:

Item No. 90 - DEMURRAGE CEARGES: 4ll retes, except as otherwise
rovided iz individuel itexms, published herein skheal) irclude driverts
asslistance for loading and unloeding of the vehicle at no extra -
charge, except vhere the loading or unloeding of any coammodity con-
sumes nmore then twenty (20) minutes per ton 0 handle, an extra
chexrge will be assessed on.the followling basis:

2-ton vruck $1.00 per hour S-ton truck $l.%0 per hour'
3-ton truck .1.25 per hour 6~ton truck 2.00 per hour

Item No. 11 - EXTRA EZIP: Rates named in this teriff are all
based on trucxk and driver.only. Where it is necessary for carrier
+0 furnish additionel help, which shall not Ve done except at the
request of the shipper or the consignee, such heln shall De charged
for at the rate of 31.00 per man per hour Or fraction thereof.
Where inside, upstairs or other pick-up or delivery is regquested,
add 5 cents per 100 pounds to the rate and 25 cents t0 the xinimum
charge.




S
meet highway competition. 'Ee compared ton-mile and car-mile earnings

under existing rell retes with those aceruing under a rate of 10 cents
pudblished to apply for the transportation of canned goods from Sacra-
mento to Sen Francisco, which rate wes held doth by This Commission
end the Interstate Commorce Commission to be unreasonadbly 'lorw.s Ee
showed thet in nearly all instances tho present rall rates from, San
Joaquin Velley points to Sen Fremcisco yield lesser car-mile end ton-
mile éarnings thaz wonld have ‘acerued under such rate of 10 cents.
In connection with these comparisons, Sommers pointed out that South-
ern Pacific Compeny Terxninsl Tarifs No. 230-7, CR.C. No. 3183, pro-
vides that subject to a minimumm rate of 10 cents the cerrier will
perform the unloading of caxrs at Sen Framcisco, Oaklend, Alemeda,
Richmond and Stockton, or will absord the cost of suck unloading not
to exceed 40 cents per ton. This absorption applies, however, only
when the shipment moves by off-shore vessel deyond the ports speci-

fied, and the witness admitted that such off-shore movemont to intra-
stete points was negligibdle.

S
The history of rates for representative hauls is as follows:

To:  San Prancisco Commodity Rate Dete Effective
From: . . (38% - 7/1/22
Canned Goods 8/6/29

10/15/30
Cenned Goods ¢ 9/
8/6/29
10/15/%0

Dried Fruiss 1/20/23
) 9/13/27
9/21/30

Visella Dried Frulls

6 I, Re Cenned Goods in Celifornie, 3¢ C.R.C. 216, 168 I.C.C. 589.




Witness Sommers also presented a series of exhidbits compar-
ing existing reil rates with Tates prescribded dy this Commission and
the Interstate Commerce Cormission on the commodities here involved
end wpon other commodities whick he belleved to be comparsble from &
trensportation stendpoint, showing that the present rail retes are-
woll below such so-called “reascnedble® rates in almost every ca.se.7

C. 0. Buzglin, Treffic Menager of the Poct of Stockton, in-
troduced exhidvits comparing the lowest of the so-called "reasoneble
rates®™ with rates based upon the costs developed by witness Chesnut

Loxr higb.wny operation. Ze demonstrated thet almost imvariedbly the

estimated cost of performing the transportation by truck was less
than such so-ocalled ™reasonable™ reil rates. ,
D. D. Bmas, Trarﬁc-Mano.ger of the Sun Meid Raisin Groww
ers' Associatiorn, an associetion composed of some 4,000 members hand-
ling approximetely one-third of the amnumel production of raisins in
Celifornie, stated that the increacsed rates proposed by the Stockton
Traffic Bureem would not unduly burden the dried fruit traffic ard
that there was a substantial movement of this tomnnage et the higher
rates prior to the advert of truck carxiers. Eo was of the opinion
that rates from Fresno to Stocktor and San Francisco of 14z cents
emd 2%t cents, respectively, would be sufficientiy low to pommit the
traffic to move freely. He conceded, however, that there is a 1limit
to tlke extent to whick the rates to the ports can be increased with-

7

The present cenned goods rates were compered with retes dased on
354 of The lst class rates prescribed by the Interstate Comzerce
Commissior in I.C.C. Docket 14999 (113 I.C.C..S52), in Consolidated
Southwestarn Cases (123 I.C.C. 203), and in San Joacuin Talley case

~ Rates on dried fruit were compered with rates based on 38% of lst
class and oz 65.% of 4th clg:.z, using the dese scales referred to in
the preceding paragraph of this note.

Rg.tes on both commodities were compared with retves prescrided By
+this Cormission for the tremsportation of petrolewmn products in teank
cers (Decision No. 20267 of November 9, 1936, in Cese No. 4079).
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out causing & diversion of the traffic to an all-rail movement east.
This witness also suggested that rates de prescrided between ™any
quantity™ and 20,000 pounds on an intemmediate weight bracket of ap-

proximately 10,000 pounds, He explaired thet this would remder wm-

necessary the present practice of comsolidating the smaller shipments
into cearloeds end distriduting by truck fzom central destinations,
and would eliminate extra handling costs.

A. T, Johnsoxn, Secretary-Treesurer of The Packwell Corpora-
tion, stated thet in the course of his employment it was necessary
t¢ determine In advance of the season all the component ¢o0st olements
which make up the total cost per case of canned goods. Ke Introduced
a cost stuay which indicated thet cemned fruit, et leest, cen be
packed more economically av points near the orchards, ever under the
proposed retes. 3Based on this study he esserted that a rate increase
would not divext dusiness from the valley canneries.

Several other witnesses, represerxting nwmuerous other grow-
ers and peckers in the Sen Joaquin Valley, concurred in the proposeal
of the Stockton Traffic Bureau. These persons were arxious to have
Stockton accorded full benefit of its geographical location, and .
apperently were willing % accept a substeamtiel increase in rates
in oxrder to accomplish this purpose. They 4id not dbelieve that tke
proposed higher rates would Testricet the flow of traffic, Injum the
cenned goods end dried fruit industries, or prejudice seles.

The Sem Frencisco end Oekland Cheambers of Commerce stoutly
defended the existing reil rate structure, erguing that the propossl
o? the Stockton interests would produce excessive rates, would dlsrupt
established community relationships axd world place the poxrts of San
Francisco and Oaklend at a competitive dlsadventage with the poxt of
Stockton. X. 7. McCarthy, treffic witpess testifying on behalf of




the Sen Frexncisco Chamber of Commerce, fatroduced & numpver oL rate

studles &esigned to illustrate +the exvezt of tke izereases and the
differentials in rates dBetween Stockton and San Fraueisco which would
result Irom the grenting of the p:0posel.8 Ze asserted theat 1t would
increcse existing rail rates from 8.5 per cent w0 125 per cext, and
would create rate &ifferenticls ranging Ifrom 4 cexts to 14 cents In
fovor of Stockton exd against Sax Fremeisco, whereas the present
diererential petween Stockton ané San Francisco oz & wide verietly

of commodities does zotT exceed S cents.

Bxhibits PC 40 and 41, prepared by witzess McCerthy, ere of
particuler interest. The first shows that the averege Der cent which
the commodity rates from Szn Joaguin Valley points bear to the cor-
responding 5th class rates Ls Idextical Ifor both Sen Frenmclszco and
Stockton. The second Shows that the percentage relationship between
commodity rates from Saz Joaguin Valley points to Stockion and %W
San Frencisco is comsistent wita the reletionship between The COX=~
responding Sth class rates Yo the saxe polnts.

meness MeCarthy corrobvoreted the statexents of other Wit~
nesses thet the great Bulk of the dried fruit and cenned goods Loz~
nage moving into Stocxion O Sen Frencisco 3ay poris 1s wltimately
shipped to interstate or foreign points. Ee poimted out, however,
thet the final Gestination cazmot always ve determined at time of

shipment, end asserted thet 1z view of the difficulty of deternining

The term "proposalT &s nereinaster used shall be decmed o mean
the basis advocated by tae Stockton Trelffic Sureau, L.C., that cer-
108l rates of rail csxrriers and wruckload rates of highwey caxriers
»e pased oa the cost of perrorzing the wensportation by higaway

In some instexnces, however, tae rate's'cudies in‘crgducec’.
by opposing pastics have been bosed Upoen COmpaATLsSOnsS '.'.?th reles
meazured by the various stenderds of reesonadleness which the

tockton Traffic Bureaul aas advanced 1O Support their conteztion
wnat Teescnable wall rates will exceel the cost of pe::’:om.ing, the .
trensportaetion by highwey vehicles, rather then Uwpom the truck cost
ratec themselves.




the intrastate or interstate cheracter of & shipment it is desired
that Interstate amd intrastate rates be uniform. Accordingly, he
Presented considerable evidence and numerous exhibits concerning in~
terstate and export rates, purporting +o show that an increase in
rates to the ports would divert Intexrcoastal traffic to =m all-rail
movemont, and wounld cause comsiderable tonnege now moving through
San Franclsco Bay ports or Stockton to be harndled through the port
of New Orleans. _

C. S. Beech, appearing for the Cenners' League of Califor-
nia, & non-profit organization whose xembers were seid to handle
epproximately 71 per cent of the canned goods packed in morthern Celi-
fornia, stremuvously protested any increase in rates or any edjustment
which would disrupt existing community relationships. This witness
stated that The success of the canning Iindustry in California was
attridutadble ir a large part 4o the fact theat cammeries are located
near the orchexds and frult is camned immediately after picking. In
this way full flavor end texture is retained, Ee said that expedited
service now mekes it possidle to can at San Franclsco 3Bay points or
Stockton, however, and predicted thet an increase in transportation
costs would cause cannors to abandor thelir inland plemts in favor of
port caaneries, thus eliminating entirely the canned goods movement
fron the San Joaguin Valley.g

W. J. Lene tostified on Dehel? of the Dried Fruit Associa-
tion of Celifornis, an association composed of members who wese said
t0 handle epproximately 95 per cent of the total dried fruit produc~
tion irn California. This witness stated that tpo sale of dried fruit

9

Cexrtein members of the Canners' League who are located noar Stock-
ton took issue with the evidence submitted Dy witness Beech. It wes
stipulated that his testimony reflected only the opinion of the in-
dividual membexrs of the Traffic Commlittee of the Cenners? T..eague,
ané the firmms they represent.
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was highly competitive at foreign markets snd thet en increase in
rates would plece Californie at & sales disedventege. Thus, he said,
the widening of the differential in favor of Stockton by inoressing
rates would 20V atteln the result lesired by the Stockton interests,
din that It would restrict the flow of treffic through the pPorts by
reducing sales volume and causing diversion of the dried fruit pro-
duction to hog feed and other similar uses,

C. S. Cornrolly, Western Traffic Menager of Carnation Com-
pany, also protested any rate increeses. IZe insisted that the prac-
tlce of grouping manufacturing polnts for the purpose of allowing
then $0 compeve on equeal terms at the consuning markets was well
established in rate meking, dut was entirely disregerded in the
Stockton proposal. Carnation Company meinteins & plant at Gustize
for the production of cemned milk. This plaxnt competes at the large
consuning merkets with plants loceted at Gealt, Oskdale, Pattersozn,
Ripon, Gonzales end Salinas. The present commor carrier rates are
dosigned, sccording to witness Connolly, to give equal competitive
opportunity to these severel plé.nts.lo He exgued that the rete dif-
Torentiel sought would not help Stockbor in so far as capned milk
consunmed locally was concerned. Ie dolieved that relatively lower
rates to San Francisco would de Jjustified from a transportation cost
standpoint, s’r;ating that the volume of carxned milk tonnege moving

to San Francisco exceelel that moving to Stockton by some 1000 per

cent.

The reil carriers, too, resisted the atiack uwpon the reasor-
ebleness of their retes. 2. S. Sines, Assistant Engineer 4n the
Burean of Tramsportation Researck, Southern Pacific Company, intro-
duceld & study desigred to develop the cost of tramsporting cemned
goods end &rfed fruits between the points here involved. This study

10 Ee pointeld out that the reil rates from Gustine and Gelt to Fresno

are equel, slthough the distences are 85 miles and 14J miles Tespec~
tively.
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is bvased primarily upon system averages of the Southerz Pacific for
the year 1936. Recognizing that a cost study dased wpon System avere
ages alone would be subject to the odbjections mentioned dy the TUnited

States Supreme Court in N,P, V3. Dept, of Public Works of Washington,
268 T.S. 38, and by this Commission in Decision No. 29267 of November

9, 1936, in Case No. 4079, witness Sines added certein refinements to
make it more nearly conforwk with the particular traffic here involved,
For example, he developed Separate costs for shipments tramsported iz
box cars and in refrigerator cers, stating that canned goods moved in
box cars but that refrigerator cars were used for transporting dried-
fruit, so that the frult might be fuxigated alfter loading. EHe claim=
ed, moreover, that tho trafrfic here involved may properly be considered
wsverage” traffic and that as such system averages afforded a fair
f)asis roi measuring costs. TFull costs developed by this study are:

Canned GoOoOlds Dried Fruit
Average Wi, : Minimamw Wt. < Average W, : Min, Wt.

Terminal Cost $ 0417 4 L0630 % L0370 % L0633

Line Expenses «0265 +0348 #0415 .0643
{100 Miles)

0682 «0978 0785 #1276
M. Ge Smitk, Commerce igent, Socuthern Pacific Company, claim-

od that the present gemeral level of reil rates was proper under exlst-
ing transportetion conditions, and was necessary if the rallroads were
to enjoy & portion of this traffic, ZHe agreed thet cexrtain of the
reilroad rates were inconsistent with the general level, btut suggeste
ed thet suck inconsistencies be removed by reductions of specific
rates, rather than by the proposed general incree.go. Geoe Hurst,

Asst. Generel Freight Agent, A. Te & STFe RYs CO., concurred in this

suggestion on bebals of his company.
Witness Smith recormended also that the Commissionts order

set forth packing requirements. FHe said that the present railroad
packing specifications had been developed over a period of yesrs and

~13=
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were necessary to nrevent an cxcess of damage claimes. Ee advocated
use of the Western Classificotion penzltles in instances where ship-

ments were not vroverly vacked.

In Decision No. 30370 of November 29, 1937, in Parts *UT and
mre of Case No. 4088 apd Parts "F" and "G" of Case No. 4145, zininmum
rates were esveblished for tae tramsportation of property, ircluding
canned goods and dried fruits, In quantities of 20,000 pounds or less,
o7 highwey carriers and common carriers within northern Czliforniz.

The territory covered by that order incluced the territory here in-

voived. TFirst, second, third and fouxrth clzcs rates were set forth,

for weight minimz of Mamy quentity,” 2,000 powmnds, 4,000 powmds, 20,000

pourds and 18,000 pownds. Commed goods and dried frudts were accorded

a raving of 90 per cent of fourth ¢lass. The zinimum rates so estab-
isked on these commodities are in general somewhct lower than those
produced by & projectiorn of costs from the studles Introduced Zn %he
present paases of these proceedings. However, they are not inconsistent
wltz such studies when consideration is given to value and similar

factors otner than costs whick influence ratings. The rates established

in Decision No. 30370, supra, for welight minimz of less than 20,000

pownds will not be disturbed Dby this decision.
Truckload z2tes will ve vased orincipzlly upon the costs
developed by witness Chesnut, modified dy eliminating +thae 40,000~ pound

il
welgnt bracket. The aceuwrscy of sucn costs was. not seriously

11

Tre Gifference in ¢oct ver 100 vowmds of trensworting conned
goods and dried fruit in 30,000-pound znd 40,000-poimé shipments for
50 miles, is only .14 cents and for 200 miles only .75 cents, according
to witness Chesaut. The establishment of sevarate scales for each of
such welgat brackets appears to ve an unnecessary relinement.




challenged. Moreover, it was generally conceded iket, as testificd by
witnesses Thompson anéd Diviny, labor axnd commodity costs have increesed
consideradly since the completion of Chesnut's study. It Lo a sale con~
clusion, thereofore, that rates dased on Chesaut's costs will be no
nigher at least than mecessery IOT & COMPELSAOTY operation.

Tn a good many instences thuck rates based on Chesnut’™s ¢o
will exceed the carloed fail rates, parvicularly when both origin and
destinetion points are served by spur wack. Highwey carriers may not
be denied the right to meet competitive rail raves, evex though %o do
SO DAy Tecuire them To transgport at mates waich are notlz componse~
tory. An alternctive rule will Dde provided, snerefore, perzitting
nighwey corriers to zssess Tall raites whon both point of origin and
point of destizetioz ave cexved by rail track rfacilituies and whel
such rail rates produce lower cherges than tﬁe minizmun retes Other-
wise epplicable. A Turther provision will be nade vhereby rall rates
nmay be used in comdimation with highwey cerrier or d&reyege rates, in
order to ecuelize through cherges oz shipments origineving at anéd/ox
destined to off-reil poinis.

Lozding and uwnloading zules will be provided which will per-
xit the cerziers' drivers to periorzm O ass s+ in the performence Of
+thece services. Eéweve:, nously cherges will de asteblished 40 apply
{r fnstances waere help in edéition ©o the &xiver is erployed o
cerrierst equipment LS subjected to unusuel deleys et loading or un~
loading points. These charges represext the wegsongble minimum cost
+o +<he carriers of providiag the extre help and of being deprived of

the use of their eguipment foT +me meriod ol the delays.

-2 =i oz v ict provides iz paris

section 10 of the Zigawey Cerrierst ACT Provices :

=ee vt % % % Tn event the commission esteblishes minimum rates* o
ror transporiation sexvices by higawey carxiers, ;':uc)i. I'&veu
snell not exceed e current retes of common cerxiers OF

highway coxmoz cerriors as those Terms aoe deﬁ;n?_d 5'3 :.he
Puplic Utilities ics, I the *»:ansporm‘cign*o; the cexe
Xiné of property beiweon the same points.

-15-




In instences whoere, under the alternative epplication rule,

carload rail rates ere applied By highway carxriers in lieu of the
minimm rates otherxwise spplicadle, and suck rail rates &o not in~
clude loading or umloadling, the cost €0 highway carxriers of performe
ing loading and unloading service is not determinative of the volume
of the charge whiockh should de provided therefor. It is wsually
necessery for the shipper to dring the shipment 70 a oonvenient point
Iron which the truck carrier may load, and iz doing S0 bhe often ine
curs as great an expense a3 though he had loaded it into & rail cers.
On the other hand, if the carrier &oes more than t0 perform a simple
lceding operation, and itself brings the shipment t0 a convenient
lozding point, the shipper incurs no expense, dut rether, saves the
cost of lozding & reil cer. 4z eztra oharge will de provided for
other than so-called "teilgate loaling" or “tailgate unloadmg";
reprosenting this se.vi.ng or value of the sei'vice, thus equalizins
t0 soxe extent the competitive opportunity of the two types of car=
riers, and at the same time giving due recognition to the o3t of
performing tho extra services, Similar rules have been esteblished
in several minimum rate orders heretofore issued, _
No packing requirements will be set foxrth, no evidence con=

corning the type of packing necessaxry %o protect truck shipments
having been presented ard no feesidle vpler of rating shipments zot
propexrly packed having been suggested. It 18 recognized thet the
packing of camned goods eand dried Lruit in substential containers
does much towerds eliminating loss and damege., It i3 not doudted
that the pecking requirements enforced by the reils are the result
of meny years cleim experience and rfor the most part are ;oasonablo
and nesessary for rall shipments. It may be that such requirements
would be desiradle for truck shipmems. On the other heand, the 4if-
forences in reil and truck transportation ere such thet the rail




packing requirements may not always be eppropriate for highwey cerriers.
It is believed that the determination of packing requirexents is a
matter which mey properly be left until the dbasic tramsportation rates
bave beer stabilized., The ralls meinteined their present packing
requirements through the period of unreguleted truck competition axnd
shozld e able to contirue them uxnder regulation without their bdeing

incorporated irn minimum rate ordlers.
Carload Rail Rates

In éoﬁsiderins evidence concerning the reasonableness of the
present carloed rail 'rates £or the trensportetion of cexmed goolds and
drield fruits it should de kept in mind that these are commodities upon

the sale and disposition of which the agricultural prosperity of the
San Joaquin Valley largely depends. A4S such they are entitled %0 de

a.ccoi-ded 23 low retes as are compatible with the maintenance of adequate
transportetion sexrvice,

The Sinest' rail cost study hereindefore referred to would, if

accepted in its entirety, de counvincing that the present rates not only

return tho direct cost of tremsportation but also contridute a2 propox-
tionate shere of the fixeld charges. The Stockiton Iinterests contended
that Sines' study was somewhat wvulnerable in that 1t was based upon
system a.ve:i-age tigures., While we cexnot accept, without some reser-
vetion, Teil costs whick are basically predicated or sysitem averages
covering as they do a wide territory with varying trensportation con-
Qitions, we zust here give some welght %0 the Sines' study a3 numerous
sdjustments were made in such system averages in an" attempt t0 make
them conform with actual operating conditions in the particuler
trensportation here Involved. MNoreover, it was shown thet in memy
respects this might well de termed “average" traffic, in thet Operating
conditions cre not unusuwally severe; a l&rsé volupe Of tonnage is
availadle and the commodities are of such density and are ordinearily
so packed as to permit efficient operation. Even 1f it were comceded
that actual




transportation costs in the San Joaguln Valley exceed systom

average figures developed vy witaoss Sines, tlere is room for

. & considerable upward 2@justment of suck cost figures before the
prosent rate level would be az:»::vx-c.sac:lzr.ec:l.:""'5

The wolght which may de accordod the several rate com-

parisons of record is limited by the fact that in most instancec
the Latorstate rates with which comparisons wero made were prescrided
s zaxdamm reasoneble rates. As such They cannot be used as &
measure of minfimrn reasonableness. Moreover, such Iinterstate rates
were preseribed for aprlication throughout extemsive territories iz
which varying trensportation conéitions are cmecountored, whereas a
heavy volume of caaned goods and dried Irult traffic 13 concentrated

in the Terrivory here Involved. The Stockton Intercsts placed great

reliance on the fact that Iin Re Canned Goods in California, supra,

a rete of 10 cents, including an absorption of 40 cents ver ton un-
loading, was found Yo be unreasonedbly low by tais Commission as well
as by the Interstate Commerce Commission for the transportation of
cannod goods from Sacramento To San Franclisco, a distance of 93 milses.
However, in thot proceedlnag rall carriers were permitied to continue
{ia effect the prior rate of 12 cents, izncliuding a similar adbsorption,
which is therefore prosumably not velow & minimum reasonable level.

The truck ¢ost for a haul of the same dlstance, as developed by witness

Chesnut, iIs 1l.5 cents and by witness Thompson is l2.1 cents, heace

hR<)

Exnivlit PC~57 shows that prosent rall ratesz on canned zoods, for
exemple, are more than 200 ner cent of Sines' adjusted systex average
costes Iin many instances. The following are ropresentative polnts:

02 San Frenciseco  Full Costs Developel
by Sines
FROM: tor Caaned Goods Rzil Rate

Lemoore .1098 22
Fresno 952 15

Tulare .1072 «20
Bekersfiold « 1236 28




this case camnot be considered as conclusive that the reasonedle
minimom level for rall rates is adove truck costs, even for

relatively short distances.
The c¢lass rates now in effect botween San Joequir Valley
points on the one hand and Stockton and San Fremcisco on the other

hand wore established by The Commission in 1212, 4in the so=-called
Sen Joeguin Velley Rate Case 1 C.R.C. 95, and heave beern in effect

continﬁously since that time (sudj ecf to the war-time general
ineroases and reductions). As showmn by witness McCerthy the rails
in establishing the present commodity rates havq observed sub-
stentlially the seme percenfase reletionship dbetween rates to
Stockton amd San Francisco as the Coxmission prescrided class

Tates roflect.
FINDINGS

Tpon consideration of all the facts of record the Conm-

mission £inds:

L. That the rates, ules and regulations provided Iz
Appendix "A® of the order herelin are just, reasonabdble and non~
diseriminatory minimm rates, rules and regulations for transpor-

tation by radial highway common carriers and highway contract
‘carriers of shipments for vhich rates sre provided in said

Aprendix "A™.
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2. That reasonzvle and suffilcient rates, rules and reg-
ulations for transportation by common carriers (other than for car-
load traaswortotion by railrozd) of saipments for which rates are
vrovided in said Appendix TAY, are no lower tharn the rates, rules
and regulations therein orovided z2s minimm for radial hilghway

comzon and hishway contract ¢arrierse.

QRDER

Public nearings naving been neld in the above entitled
proceedings, and based upon the evidence received at the nearinrgs
and upon *he.conclusions and findings set forvh in the preceding
opinion,

IT IS EEREBY ORDERED that the rates, rules and regulavions
vrovided in Appendix TAT atitached hereto and herehy made a pare
nercof, be and they arc hereby established and approved, effective
forty (40) cays from the effective date of Tals oréer, as the Jus?t,
measonable a2nd nondiseriminatory minimmmm rates, rules and regulations
to be chorged, collected and observed by any and 21l radial highwey
coxmmon ¢arricrs and‘highmay contract carriers, as defined In the
Tigawey Carrierst Act (Chepter 223, Statutes of 1935, as amended) ,
for transportation of shipmenis a5 provided in said Appencix TAT.

77 TS EERERY FURTEER ORDERED that all common carrlers, as
defined in tae Pudlic Utilities Act, be and they are nereby ordered
and Girected to establich on or before forty (40) days from the ef~-

foctive date of this order, on not less then ten (20) dayst nmotice

+o the Cormlssion aad to the public, Lor transportetion (other than

carload transportation by railroad) of shipments for which rates aze
provided in said Appendix AR rates, rules ond regulations no lower
in volume or effect than those provided in said Appendix TAY 25 nin-

<mam for redizl highway comaon cerricrs oad highway contract carriers.




IT IS HEREZZY FURTEER ORDERED that all carriers respondent
To these proceedings be and they arc hereby ordered to cease and de-
sist on or before forty (4L0) days from *the effective date of this

order, and thereafter abstain from cherging, collecting or observing

rates, rules or regulations lower iz volume or effect than those

4

established and preceribed hercin.

IT IS EERZBY rURTEER ORDERED that this order supersede
prior orders entered in these or other proceedings, to vhe extent
trhat it yvrovides different rates for the same transportation.

IT IS EEPEERY FURTEEFR. ORDERED trat every radial highway
common carrier and hignway contract carrier snall izsue o thé
shipper, for each shipment received for transportation, a freignt
2111 in substantially the form set forth in Appendix ®B® nercof,
vut may Include in said freigat bill, in addition to the provislons
appearing in said form, such other reasonable and lawful provisions
as may be deemed proper, a2nd shall retain and preserve for reference,
subiect to the insmection of the Commission, 2 copy of cald frelght
b11l for a period of not less than three (3) years from the date of
1%s issuvance.

TT IS HEEREBY FURTEER ORDERED that %the Commission shall have
and it does nereby retalin jurisdiction of these proceedings for the
purpose of establishing or approvizg the Just, reasonable and non-
ciseriminatory maximum or minimum or maximum and ninimum rates,
charges, classifications, rules and regulatlons to be charged, ¢Ol~-
lected and observed by radisl highway common carrierc and highway
contract carriers, both for transportation service hereinebove
Seseribed and for such other transpertation and z2ecess rizl service
as mey from time %o time 2ppe2r proper In +he light of other or

] > Prd e -»
rurther evidence received herein and for the purpoce of establishing




and preseribing such rates as will provide an equality of transporta-

tion rates for the transportation of the artieles and commoditics
nere involved between all competing 2gencics of transportation.

Thls order shall become effective twenty-five (25) days
from the date hereof.

—

Dated at San Franeciseo, Celiformia, this 2% day of

Wlowl  , 193s.

CO;&;ISS"‘ONERS




APPENDIX 7AX

NAMING MINIMOM RATES FOR RADIAL. EIGEWAY
COMMON. CARRYERS AND HIGEWAY CONTRACT CARRLERS
FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF
CANNED GOODS AND DRTED FRULTS
AS DESCRIBED EEREIN
BETWEEN
POINTS IN THE SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY
ON TEE ONZ ZAND
D
STOCKTON, SACRAMENTO, SAN: JOSE, SANTA CLARA AND
SAN FRANCISCO &Y POINTS ( AS DESCRIBED HEREIN )

ON THE OTEER EAND




ITEM NO. S5 - EXPLANATTION OF TECHENICAL TERMS

1. POINT O0F ORIGIN means the prec¢ise location at which
property 1s physically delivered into the custody of the carrier
for transportation.

2. POINT OF DESTINATION meens the precise location at
which property is pbysically delivered into the custedy of the
consignee.

3. SHIPXINT means a quantity of Lrelght received from
one chivper on one saippying oxcder or one blll of lading at ome point
of origin at one time for one consignee at one destination. ({See
Izen No. 65 for excedtion).

4, ESTABLISHZED DECOT means a freight terminal owned or
leasgsed ard maintaeined by the carxier for the receipt anéd delivery of
shizments.

5. RAILEZAD mesns a voint at which proverty is ustally and
ordinarily loaded into or unloaded from rail cars. It includes a1l
voints: sexved by rallroad spur track, as well as all truck loading
facility .points Immediately adjacent theroto and uwnder the ownership

or control of the plant or industry malintaining ead using the spur
track.

6. COLMMON CAPRPIXR RATE means any Iintrastate rate or rates
of any common carrier or common carriers &s defined in the Public
Utilities Act, lewfully in effect at time of shipment, together with

the minimum welghts, rules and regulations which govern such rete or
rates.

7. RATE includes minimum weight, rules, regulations and
classification governing.

8. SAMT TRANSPORTATION meanms treamsportation of the scme kind
ané quantity of »roperty from the same point of origin to the same
point of destination, and subject to the same limitations, conditions
and privileges, eclthough not necessarily irn an Llentical type of
equipment.

9. CARRIER'S EQUIPMENT meezs any motor truck or other self-
propelled highwey vehicle, trailer, semi-trailor, or axy combination
of such highway vehicles operate@ >y the carrioer.

“10. TAILGATE LOADING meaxns loading of the shipment into cax-
rierts eguizment from a »oint not more than 25 feet distant from sald
equipment.

1. TLAILGATE UNLOADING moans unloading of the shipment from
carrier's eoulpment and plecing it at & point not more than 25 feot
distant from szid equipment.

12. TESM TRACK meens & track aveilable to the pudblic et large
ror the loading or unloading of rall cars.




ITEM NO. 10 ~ APPLICATION OF RATES — CAPRTERS?

Rates provideld in this Appendix are Just, reasonable and
non=-diseriminatory minimum rates, established pursuent to the High~
way Cerriors' Act (Chapter 223, Statutesor 1935, as zmended) and
apply for trenspoxrtation dy redifel highway common ¢arriers and
highway contract carriers, as defined in seld Let.

IT2 N0+ 35 = APPLICATION OF RATES ~ TZRRITORTIAL:

‘Rates {ia this Appendix apply frox or to San Francisco,
South Sen Franciceo, 0akland, Alemeda, Berkeley, Emeryville, Aldany,
Z1L Cerrito, Piedmont, Richmond, Sen Leandro, Sunnyvale, Mountain
View, Santa Clera, San Jose, Stockton and Sacrzmento end »oints dbe-
tweer on the one hand, and points within the San Josoulin Velley,
inciuding Lodil 2néd Ockécle on the other haxd.

ITEM NO. 20 - APPLICATION OF RATES ~ COMMODITIES

Rates 1n this Appendix epply Zor the transportation of
the following erticles and commodities:

(e) Corned Goods, Plcekles, Preserves, vizZ.:
Zeans-and-Lork Jex
Breads Jelly
Brizne Juice, clam
Broths Juice (not syrup), fruit,
Butter, fruit untermented
Butter, peanut (Peanut Paste) Julce, tomato
Buttermilk (no% Cacein) Jeice, vegetadle

Catsup '

Chill, ground

Chowders

Cococnut, no%t desiccated
Corn

Mecaroni (prepared, with oxr
without cheese, meat or
vegeteble ingrodlents)

Meats, cooked, curel Or pre-~
served, with or without
coroel or vegetable in-
gredients

Milkx (condensed or ovEDOr—

Dressing, salad

M sk, cooked, plckled Or Dreo-

served, witi or without fruit

or vegetable ingredients
Fizk Roe, cooked, dickleld or
preserved
Fruit (not fresh), crushed
Frult (not dried, cveporated
or fresh), 4in liqulid other
than alcohollic liquor

Hominy

ated}, liquid

Milk (not melted), &ry or
rovdered

Mince Meat

Mole.sses or Syrup (except
Coloxring, Zlavoring, fruit,
melt or medicated)

Mustaxd, prepared

04X, olive or seled
Olives




ITEM NO. 20 — APPLICATION OF RATES ~ COMMODITLES (Continued)

(a) Canned Goods, Pickles, Preserves, viz.: [Concluded)

Paste, tomato Sandvick Svroad
Poetin, frulit or vegetadle Sauces, Condiments or Rellsh~
Pickles (Cewliflower, Cucumber, es, prepered
- Dill Veed, Xreut, Mengoos, Seusage
Onions ané Tomato) Souwps
PLo Proparetions (fruit ia Speghetti (prepared), with
syrvp or in paste form com- or witkout cheese, meat or
pounded with flour or sugar vegetadvle Ingredients
and flevored) Syrups
Pizentos (Canned Poppors)
Pudéings Vegetables (not dchydrated,
Pulp, fruit or vegetadle &riocd, evaporated nor fresh),
Puree, tomeato including Pickled Vegetebles
Vermicelll (prepared), withk or
Ravioli (prepared), with or without cheese, meat or veg~
without checse, meat or vege- etable Lngredlents
table ingredlents Vineger
Rice-ond~Milk, cooked . Welsh Rarodit

(b) Dried Fruits, including raisins, prunes (dried) and £igs (&ried)

ITEM NO. 25 ~ MINIMUM WETGHET

Rates provided in this Apnendix are for shivments weigh-
irg 20,000 pounds or more, or when charges are based on & minizmm
weight of 20,000 pounds or greater. TFor raetes on lesser weight min-
ime sce Decision No. 0370 of November 29, 1937, or as may be emend=
od, ig Caze No. 4088, Paxts "U" and 7V" and Case No. 4145, Parts "I"
andﬂ”.

ITEM NO. 30 -~ SETPMENYS T0 BE RATED SIPARATELY

Eacn shipment shell be reted separately. Shipments shall
not de consolidated or comdbined. (See Item No. 65 for exception).

I7T=6 NO. 35 - GROSS WXIGHT

Charges shall be assessed on the gross weight of tho ship~
neat. No allowance sihell be mede for the welght of contoincrs.

ITZM NO. 40 -~ RATZS BASED ON VARYING MININMUM WEIGHTS

VYhen the charges sccruing on a shipment based upon actuel
welght oxceed tho charges computed tpon a rate based wpon a greator
uzit of minimum welght, the latter will apply.




TTHL NO. 45 = COMPUTATION OF DISTANCES

Distances shall be computed iz accordance with Declsion
No. 30000, dated August 9, 1937, or as mey bo amended, in Case
No. 4088, Pext "N". (See Notc 1 and Noitc 2.}

NOTZ 1.~ Dictances from or %o points located within any in-
corporated city shall be computed Lrom or to the nolat designated
vithin the izcorporated c¢ity limits by o tricngle eand cirecle, &s
shown on the mzp eppended %o Decision No. 30000.

NOTE 2.~ 411 dec¢imels shall be retained until the finel re-
sul?t and then be disposed of as followss:

Decimals of less then .5 of one nile ...... drop
Decinals 0f .5 02 one lle OX MOT® cevew gggrease o the next
]

ITZ8 NO. 50 = LOADING, UNLOLDING AND DEMURRAGE

Retos In Item No. 35 include service of driver only for
loading iato and unloading from the carrier’s eguipment, subject o
Note X. (See Item No. 55 for charges for addi+ional heln.)

NOTZE l.- “nen *timo constumed In leadlins or unloading cerrier's
sgulpment exceeds 20 minutes per ton (based on the weight on which
wransportation charges are computed) a charge of $2.00 per hour
J0> the additional Time corsumed shell be assessed.

ITEM NO. 55 -~ ACCESSORIAL CHARGES

An additiomal charge of $1.00 per man hour shall be made
ror steacking, sorting, Lelders for loadiag or unloading, or any
other accessordal scrvice for which a charge 1s not otherwise pro~
'VAi aed.




ITZY NO. 60 = COLLIECT ON DILIVERY SEIMCNTS

(a) In the bandling of C.0.D. shipments carzier sholl, immedi-
atoly upon colloction of eany and all moneys, anéd iz 20 ovent lator than
ton (10) doys aftor delivery to tho conmipgnoe, unloss consignor, in writing,
instructs oth arwice, ramit to comsignor all moneys collocted by it oz cuck
shipment.

(b) The chargos for collecting end romitting tho amount of C.0eDw
bille collectoed on C.0.D. shipments chall bo as follows:

:Charge
: Zfor

:Colloct= :Collect=

-
-
-
-
-
s
-
-

Yhen the amount
¢ollocted 48

Waen %o amount
colloctod is

s Ay

NOov over $2.50
Over $2.50 not over 55.00
" 5.00 " 10.00
10.00 20.00
20.00 25,00
25.00 40.00
40.00 30.00
50.00 6000
&0.00 80.00
80.00 100.00
100,00 102.50
10250 105.00
105.00 110.00
130.00 120,00
120.00 140,00
140.00 150.00
150,00 160.00
160.00 180.00

Over $10.00 10t over $200.00
200.00 v 2%0.00
250.00 20000
200400 350.00
350.00 400,00
400400 450,00
450.00 00,00
500,00 550.00
550,00 €00,00
600.00 650.00
650.00 700.00
700.00 750,00
750,00 800,00
800.00 850.00
850.00 200.00
900,00 950.00
950,00 " " 1,000.00

L,000.00 at rate of

$3.25 por 51,000.00

I T 3I-3 T -3 33 3 % 2 3113
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ITEZ NO. 69 ~ SPLIT DELIVERY

& shivmont may consist of seversl compouont parts delivered to (ea)
ono consignee ot more tacn one poimt of destinstion, or (b) more than one

congignee at ono or more poiunts of doctiration, subject to tho following
conditions:

(1) The composite shipment sholl bo shipped by one comsignor ot oumo time
from one point of origin.

(2) Chorgos sholl be paid by the saipper.

(3) The composite shipmont shell weigh (or trrusportetion charges shall
bo computed on) not less than 10,000 powmdc.

(4) The charge for tae composito saipment skell be tho charge applicodle
for transportation of o singlo sainment of tho same kind end quarztiity of
property for the disteonco from point of origin to legt poiut of deztination,
using tho shortest constructive highway route via the sevoral points of
deztinction, plus the additional charges srovided in paragrerh (5). If oIl
componont parts are delivered to pointc taking the sane rates within tho
corporate limits of o single incorporsntod city, the charges provided in para-
gza.ph (5) shell be ir addition to the rate applicedle o points within such
city.

(5) Ao sdditional charge of 1 cont per 100 pounds, minimum 25 conis per
colivory, skell bo 2asossol.

(6) &% time of tender of siipment carricr shall issuo a single bIll of
»oling or suinping document for the composite shipment, aznd be furmished with
mrnifest or written dolivory instructions showing the nzue of each consignee,
1o poixt of destinstion, and the kind and quantily of property in easck
componont durt.

TTRS NOa 70 = ALTZRNATIVE APPLICATION OF CCLLION CA2RIER RATES

Taen +ho trangportation is between railheads, rates in tkic Appondix
stell alternsbe with rates of common carriers by railroed for tho sume trons=
portation betweon the seme railbecds. (Soe Note)

Rxtes in this Avpondix chaall alco altornato with the lowest conmon
carrier rote for tho somoe tronsportation.

NOYE: Higawmy carriors modintaining ostablizhod depois moy apply for
censportation botwoor such depots, the radl carload rates applying
betwoor roil toax 4racks in the came citlos or towms.




ITEE NO» 75 = ALTERNACIVZ APPLICATION OF CQUBINARTIONS UITHE CARLOAD RAIL RATES

Rates in this Jppendix may be used inm combinetion with the lowest
carlood rail rates for the same transportaticn asn follows:

l. Vhen Point of Crigin is located DLeyond the railbeed, add to the
redl rate used the rule provided in this Appendix for the distance from

Poimt of Qrigin to the rail teem track from which suck rail rzte applies.
(See Notos 1 md 2)

2+ Wnon Point ol Destinagtion is loceted beyond the rzilheed, adl to
whe rell rate used tho reto provided in this Lppendix for the distance from

the rail temm trzck 10 which such rafl rzte applies to Point of Degtination.
(See Xotez 1 and 2)

3. Vhore both Point of Origin and Pofnt of Destinxiion are locxted
beyond the railhead, add to the rail rmbe used the rate provided in this
Appendix for the distancoe frow Poixt of Origin to thke rail teaxm track from
which such redil rate appliez, plus the rate provided in this Appendix for
the distance from the rail team track to which suck redl rmxte zpplies to
Point of Destinatiorn. (Seoe Notes 1 axd 2)

NCTE l.=IZ the route £rom Point of Origin to tho rodl teanm ftrack or fram
o6 rodl team track to Point of Destinatiorn is within tho corporate limits

of & single Incorporated city, tho distance Lo or fLrom suck teaxm trock will
be considoroed as not 40 excesd 5 milez.

NOTZ 2.=%een rates have boen established for transportation by Carriers
(23 defined in the City Carriers® Act, Chopter 312, Statutee of 1935, es
amended) from Point of Origin <o the rail tozm track, or Irom the rail team
track to Point of Destination, such rxtes may be added in lieu of the rates
provided in tkic Appendix, if thoy produce lower <¢rargos.

TIRM NO. 80 - ACCESSORIAL SERVICES NOT INCLUDED IN RATL RATES

In the event wader the provisions of Itoms Nos. 70 and 75, & rail
rate Lawed in constructing o rate for higaway trazsportation, and such rate
doee not include acceasorinl services performed by the highway carrier, the
following charges for guch accessorial eorvices chall be addeds

(1) For tailgate loading or tailgate wnloading - no additional chargo.

(2) For loading or wiloading othor tansn tailgzato loading or tailgate
wloeding - 2 cexts por 10O powads,

(3) For C.0.De. service - Basiz provided in Item No, 60.
(4) Split delivery = Charge shown in Item No. 65.

(5) For other amccessorial services — an odditiomal charge of $1.00 per
marn por hour shall bo assessod.




ITEM NO. 25 - RATES (in cents per 100 pounds)

Rates in this Iter apply for transportation of the commodi-
vies deseridbed in Item No. 20, in quantities of 20,000 pounds or more,
or waen charges are assessed on a minimum weight of 20,000 pownds.
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ATPENDIX "3

i ' SEIPPING OFDER AND FREIGHET BILL

l Name of Carzier . Bill No.__
(Neme of Carrior must de same as shows on ferait) Permit No.__
Civy Date y 292

) Shipper ' Consigneo
Street Aldress , Streat Address

b City : City
Packeges : Kind : Descziption of Coxrodisies t**elpat @ hate © Charges
! i ! o
| L |
|
-
!
‘ | !
| | |
i
1
! 1
' |
!
|
1 i
| I
i !
!
|
il J [
Shipper | ¢c.0.D.
By ; €.0.D. Feo
(Skow name 4in full) !
!
Received by Carrier in good condie | *Advazces
tioz eoxcopt as noted: g
: *Qther Charpec
By !
Driver (&hov name in Zull) ' Prepeid
Received by Consiguee in goocd con- |
dition except ac noted: !
; Totel o collect
By |
(Show name in full) 2

*Show each charge sepuarutoly and wiat it Tepresents.
*MOIf other unit of charges, show Der hour, box, crate,.dbuzdle, bag, hesd, ete.

-y



