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'J. ~ .. cu.rry J tor california ',AJ'alnut Growers' Association.:'-. 
E. F. Y~gie, tor City Coftee Co. 
L. ~. Phillips, for W. ;r. Taxme:ilill " Sons. 
? d. dones, for General Foods Co~. 
E. ;r. :Forman, tor Globe Grain and Milling Corp., and Los 

Angeles Gr~in EXchange. 
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75!TS3tt, Commissioner: 

THIRD SO?PUlCENT .. U O:?INION' 

By Decision No. 30785 of April 11, 1938 (41 C.R.C. 222), 

as amended, in this proceeding, minimum rates were established et­

tective !~y 1, 1938, tor the tran~ortation ot property by city and 
1 highway carriers wlthin the metropolitan Los Angeles drayago area. 

Further publiC hear1llgs were had at !.os J.ngeles on J'Une 15, 

16 and 17, 1938, to ~ttord interested parties an opportunity to pro-

pose such modifications as they might then deem necessary or desir-
able in the established rates. 

Certain ot the proposals advanced at the t'urther hearings 

were represented as involvi~ matters ot vital conoern requir'~ 

e::lergency handling and immediate disposition. Tll1s opinion and order 

will deal exolusively vdth issues whioh are de~ed to re~uire treat-
ment torthwith; other issues raised will be d1~osed or in a subse-

quent d.ecision. 

:Los Ju:lgeles Traffic If.a.e.na8ers' Conference, comprised ot 

trat'tic :-el'rese:l.te.tives ot S01:1e torty shippers, moved that the estab-

lished ~~um rates be set aside in their entirety 'Until turther 
hearings oould be had. This motion was suP:9orted (1) by the !,os 

.A.:c.geles ·1iholesa.le Institute, oonsist1ng ot o.P1>:roximD.tely thirty mem-

bers, (2) by a group or twenty-five manufacturers and wholesalers 

patronizing ":!111io.:n.s Transfer and. BigBins Trucks, Inc., tvlO o~ the 
carriers respondent in this proceeding, (3) by the Monolith Portland 
Cenlent Company and its subsidiary, Western Velo &. Cement Speoia.lties 

1 
They were prescribed tol1o~~ extensive ~ublio hea=1ngs had in 

Los Angeles in ~une 1935, in October and November, 193?, and again 
in March 1938. Following the socond series of hearings the commis-
sion issued its Decision No. 30600 dated February 7, 1938, (41 C.P..C. 
100). Before t~e rates established in that decision beoame etteotive, 
however, the Commission, respo:c.si ve to the hoo.ri:lgs had. in lI..aroh 
1936, issued Deoision No. 30785, supra. 



Company, (4) by the Los ;..:o.seles Che.m.ber of Co:cmerce, (5) by the Los 

Angeles ?a.rcel Delivery Association, and (6) by WilliamS Transt'er 
a:o.d :aigg1:l.s Trucks' as well as "oy.A. R. Reador, another respondent 
carrier. 

In support or the motion it was ar~~od that (1) the pre-
sCribed rate structure was too cumbersome, noedlessly complex and 
unsuited to drayage operations, (2) tho established rates were ex-

cessive, ra1l to accord due recognition to shippers ottering property 
~or transportation in large voltmlo, and resulted in advancos in rates 
fro: the levels tor.merlymeintained voluntarily by carriers tar in 

excess o~ increases which could be justitied by increased operating 
costs, (3) the established ratos were higher than tho trattic would 

bear, causing disturbance of established trade ,ract1cos through 
Z changed distribution methods, and (4) the tailure to give special 

rate treatment to routed ~arcel delivery service other than parcels 

weighing 100 pounds and less delivered trom rotail stores was d1s-

c:1m'Inatory and mposed unreasonably hiGh ratos upon wholesalers, 

~utacturer$ and o~~ers patronizing services compa~ble to retail 
~arcel delivery, which latter serv~ces are ex~~t tro~ the applica-
tion ot the established rate. 

Co'UllSel tor V!illio.tls Transter Company, Hisgins Trucks, Inc. J 

and a group of shipper patrons ot these concerns, strenuously argued 

in ravor or immediate vacation ot the outstanding orders. He stated 
that he was unprepared to otter evidence on behalt of his clients at 
this time. Moreover he volunterred the intormation that his carrior 

clients had not observed the prescribed minimum re,tes 'tll'on the refusal 

Z 
It was renrcsented that the established rates would (1) cause 

trattic to be diverted to proprietary trucks, (2) require the sale 
of merchandise t.o.o. warehouse, store or tactory instead ot on a 
delivered "oasis, and (3) cause distributors to ~intain smaller 
stocks and till orders by direct snipment from points of prOduction 
or warehousing points outside of the Los Angeles drayage area. 
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of shippers to pay them. Such action cannot be condonod. App~opriate 

steps should be taken concun-ently with the issuance of this orde~ to 

see that the penalties provided by law are properly applied. 
A witness tor the Los Angoles Wholesalo Institute tostified 

that the concern or which he is ~sel" markets so~ 7,000 different 

articles. He stated that this merchandise is ropacked tor distribu-

tion in the Los Angelos area in containers ordinarily packed with ~y 

dit~erently classified articles and that erforts to sesregate p~perty 
by classes in separate containers had proven rutile. He also criti-

cized the zoning arrang~e~t and suggested in its stead a throe-zone 

plan which it was claimed gave suitable recognition to the location 

of his t1r.m's establisrunent ~dth relation to that of its customers as 

well as to the im~ortant ractor of trattie congestion. He contended 

that those important taetors were not eiven proper consideration in 

tixiD.g tho prescribed zoning arrangement. :S:o'Vlever 1 he later abandoned 

his three-zone plan in tavor of a single-zone, suggesting that rates 

tor the transportat~on ot proporty regardless ot classification be 

fixed at 15 cents per 100 pounds, min~um charge $.50, to~ shipments 

weighing less than 4,000 pounds and 12 cents per 100 ~ounds on ship-

ments woighing 4,000 pounds or more. He recommended that split de-

livery 'be permitted 'Ullder the latter rate, su'bject to an added eho.l'ge 

of 1 cent per 100 po~ds. ~~ile the witness also stated that he be-

lic7ed the 1'oregoing rates should be restricted to shipments tendered 
the ca=rier on its regular rout~d piCk-ups, other shi~ment$ to be 
treated as a special service subjoct to the hourly vehicle unit rates 

~ed in !t~ 800 or Append1y. ~~~ 01' Decision No. 30765, modified 'by 

reducing the mini:D:om. charge trom-l hour to 1/2 hour, he tailed to 

suggest how this might be aceom~lished. 
'I'llis witness also found fa.ult with the :plan ot providing 

rates that vary with the weight of the shi:p~ent transported, claiming 
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that it resulted in a needlessly complox rate structure. To illus-
trate his tir.m's increased drayage o7.Pense, the witness contraste~ 
its actual drayage costs in October 1937 and d~uary 1938 with chargee 

Which would have accrued had the established m:c.ilmlm rates been in 

e!'tect.. It appears, however, that the witness a.rbitrarily computed 

the charges under establiShed min~um rates using se~ond. clazs rat-

ings, which he stated was a tail' average, and that ce~ain rules and 
regulations governing the prescribe~ min~um rates were not properly 

ap:91ied. Making due allowance tor theso i:oAecuracies, it appears 

that the drayage e::J.c.rscs tmder the establisheCl. rates at second class 

ratings would have been $257.90, as aea~st $170.65 actually paid. 

The vrltness claimed that the volume of such an increaso de:nonstrated 

the unreasonableness ot the established rates. He stated that he 

was not opposed to an increaso suffiCient to otrset the increased 

costs experienced by the carriers, which he estimated at approximately 

15 pe~ cent. The witness also elaimed that one of the carriers enjoy-

ing his firm'::: buzi!less had informod him that rates voluntarily main-
tc.ined. prior to May 1, 1938, were suttieiont to pom.it or a. pro:f:1to.ble 

operation. 
A. R. Reader testified that as a result of the establish-

:ent ot minimum retes he had lost 40 pel" cent ot his drayage business 
consisting ot the transportation of paper, paper articles and certain 

miscellaneous articles marketed therevdth. Eo predicted that it re-

liet was not to~hcoming prior to July 1, he would sustain a loss ot 

another 40 per cent of his business through changed distribution 

methods. Reade='s e~erienoe and prediction were substantiated by 

ee~.1n mcx:J.oers of the Paper Millman's Club, an organization 0'£ repre-

sentatives ot '~arious shippers w.ho pOinted out tho possibility or 
shipping d1rec~ from mills; the use ot proprietary trucks; or sale ot 

me~ehandi$e t.o.b. store or warehouse as means of dispensing with the 

necessity ot using tor-hire draymen. Reader offered two eXhibits 
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outlining a proposed :dnimum rate schedule. He contended that adop-
~ion of the rates he advocated was necessary it ho was to rotain the 
traftic ho now enjoyc. Eo cla1::ned that the shipments he t:ranspo:rts 
tor the paper houses do not include more th~ lS por cont by weiSht 
or so-called miscellaneous articlos and that shipments or paper and 

related articles aggregating truckload ~uantities arc rogularly offer-

ed to h~ for transpor-~t1on. He predicated his proposod r~tes ~on 
a two-zone plan, a 1tgrassAoppor scnlo" of rates on shi:?DJ,ents or less 

~ ~ 

than 2,000 pounds, and rates u cents :?eX" 100 pounds vary'.l.D.g tram 
6-1/4 to 10 con':3 per 100 pO'Wlds, ~ccOrdinS to the zone o.nd weight, 

tor shipments weighing in excess ot 2,000 pounds. For the larger 
shipments he proposed weight breaks at 10,00l, 20,001 and 30,001 
pounds. Reader also presented an analysis or costs and rovenues on 

tour or his units ot oquipment during the month of April 1938. Accord-

ing to this analysis, 581.4 tons of paper and related articles were 

tro....nsported at an ~I;verage cost ot $2.30 parton, the average revenue 

tor which was $2.52 per ton. Relying on this showing and upon cost 

studies he ~=eviously submitted, Reader claimed that thero could be no 

reasonable doubt as to the sufficiency ot the rates tor which he seeks 
approval. He argued that 'elle shippers patronizing his sorvice insisted. 

u~on a rate schedule in the tor.m he proposed and that a multiple zone .. " 

plan or rates stated in cents per 100 pounds tor varying weight breaks, 

subj~ct to classification of 'the p:-operty tl"~sported, was not accept-
able to his patrons because or its complexity. 

Los Angeles ~ar~housemen's Association urged that rates for 
the transporlA.tion of suga,l" 'be reduced. from the existi:c.e; 'basis varying 

from 4 to st ,cent's per 100 pounds, minimum weight 20,000 pounds, and 
4?t to '7 cents' per 100 pounds, minim'lJIll weight 10,000 pounds, to 4 cents 

~er 100 pounds, min:i.=lUtl weight lO,OOO pounds, vli'thin an 1nner zone 
suggested. 'by the Assoei.9.tio:c., a.nd 5 cents per 100 pounds, minimtrm 

" ' 
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weight 10,000 pO'Wlds, tor mOVEments to points 'beyond.. Witnesses tor 

this Association, representing w~rehouses enjoying the storage of 

sugar, testified that their concerns had experienced sharp losses in 

such storage since ~ay 1, 1936.. In the most aggravated case the loss 

ot bUsiness in the storage or sugar was estimated at 75 per c~nt. ~e 

vdtnesses attributed these 108Se$ to the added drayage costs, and ex-

~res$ed opinions to the eftect that approval ot the soUght rates is 

necessary to to:::'estall turthcr d.iversioll. Furthermore, certain of them, 

stated that approval or the suggested rates might enable th~ to regain 

the lost bUSiness.. Another tactor stressed by the witnesses was that 

the large volume ot sugar storage tor.med a substantial part ot the total 

'businoss of their vrerehouses. They explained that their 108S or this 

business was occasioned by the inauguration of different methods of 

distribution ot sugar. Illustrative or changed distribution practices 

are the sale of sugar t .. o .. b. San Francisco and direct shipments tro~ 

retineries. In su~port of the reasonableness of the rates advocated, 

three stUdies or costs tor drayage operations dur1ng the month ot 

May 1938 were submitted. These, studies show that shipments averaged 

l~,363, 12,678 and 11,616 pounds in weight and indicate costs 1n cents 

pe= 100 ~ounds of 2.72, 3.28 and 3.0, res,pGctivoly. It wes contended 

tbct these figures d~onstrate that insofar as drayage trom warehousos 

is concerned the transportetion eharaeteriztics ot sugar tend to por-

=it its trensportation at tho suggested rate level upon a profitable 

'be.sis. 

Counsel tor Motor Trucl:: ASSOCiation ot Southel"n CalitorDia 
pleaded that the established rates be not set aSide, holding that 

such action, at this time, 'Would 'be on 'Wlwal"ranted dissipation ot the 

result 0: the prolonged efforts of interested ~art1e$ participating 

in this proceeding, and that the suspension ot these rates would be 

an unjustitied and backward step 1n the progress ot rate stabiliza-
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tion.. Severo.l witnesses expressed similar views. 

With the cxce~tion or Reader ~d Riggins Trucks, Inc., the 
parties now so zealously urging an ~ediate suspension ot outstanding 

orders took little or no active ~art in previous hearings in this pro-

ceeding. At the hearings had subse~uent to the issuance or DeciSion 

No. 30600 and prior to the issuance ot the order in DeCision No. 30765 

~ this ~tter, Reader stated that the Decision No. 30600 min~um rates 
(i:J. substantially the same tom as those now i:1. etfect by virtuo ot 

Decision No. 30785, as amended) wore acceptable to h~ only tor smallor 

shipments and that tor shipments or 10,000 pounds and OVer they should 

oe increased from 15 to 20 per cent, while Eiggins TrUcks confined its 

~articipation in those hearings to a statemont to tho effect that al-

though it had no objection to the present zoning plan it desired to be 

accorded ~matover rate basis miSht be extended to the Warehouso Associa-

tion. Neither or these carriers indicated at tho t1mo that tho zonos 

or rates sot forth in DeCision No. Z0600 or any ~od1fications then pro-

posed were complex or that they would have a seriously adverse effect 

u,on their business. 

Although three separate series of public hearings were had 
beforo the established r~tes bec~e etfective, the parties now urging 

sus~ens1on of the existing ~inimum rate~ were unpro~nrod, even at the 

fourth end last serios ot hearings concluded on June 17, 1938, to pre-
sen't; eVidence in support of any constructive plan or poposal. It is 

indeed difficult to reconcile their attitude toward the establismment 

of drayage rates throughout the first three series of hearings ~~~h 
the pOSition they assumed during the last hearings. It is particulnr-
ly difficult to cOlU:9rehend ",fAY the established rate structure should. be 
set aside in its entire~, ~erely because certain of the parties tor 
the tirst time now contend that certain features or the rate structure 

are not suitable to their particular needs. SUffice it to say that 

while the evidence offered is conVincing that minor modifications are 
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necessary, it tails to support the motion to vacate. The motion should 
be denied. 

The disturbance or trade practices, tho competitive situations 

and the loss of traftic e~eriencod by 'carrie:s as disolosed by further 

eVidenoe, d~onstrate the need tor certain adjustments on a temporary 
basis pend.ing further investigation.. Adjustments should 'be made in rates 

tor the handling or mixed ship~nts, po.per o.nd related articles and 
sugar. It Should be distinctly understood, however, that these ~od1-
tieations, which will be Aoroinatter discussed, are subjeot to ru.~her 
consideration and adjustment upon a more oomprehensive record, that 

they are amergenoy in oharacter and are without prejudice to any other 
or d1!ferent conolusions that may subsequently be reaohed.. Interested. 

pa.-t1es should be prepared to submit definite proposals With respe~t to 

suoh movements and any other trartic tor which they seek a reVision 1:0. 

~te$ together with justification therefor at the adjourned hearings 

soheduled. tor Los Angeles on July 12, 1936 • 

.b.. persuas:i. ve shOwing 00$ been made the. t in certain instanoes 
the olassitioation or property tor determination of minimum charges tor 

dra~ge movements imposos an undue burden upon shi~pers. It has not 

been demonstrated, however, that ~uch isolated instances justity a"oe.:t-

do~ent ot the olassification ot property in other cartage 0~erat1ons. 
It appears that a sohedUle or minimum rates tor mixed shi~ments ot pro-
perty classified at tirst class or lower and per.mitt1:c.g inclusion or 
not to oxceed 10 per oent by weisht ot articles classified higher than 
tirst class, vdll afford reasonable relief to both sh1p~ers and. car-
riers. T~e record likewise justifies the establishment of oommodity 

rates tor paper and related artioles. These rates should allow any 
~ture ot paper and ~apcr artiolos but limit tho amount of Wother com-
modities- to 15 per c~t of the total weight or tho sh1~:ent. It has 

been Shown that ~ these operations ~roporty in quantities aseregat~ 
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toll truckloads is otten tendered tor transportation. ~is circum-

stance tends to shO"N tho.t opera.ting economes attending such type ot 

handling might reasonably be given effect by per.mitt1ng ~lit delivery 

tor lots ot property weighing 4,000 pound.s and over. Tllis privilege 

should. be restricted. to proporty received at a single point of origin 

at one ttme. The rates othern1se applicable shOUld be prescribed ~or 

these movements plus an additiona.l charge ot 1 cent per 100 pounds, 

~~um onarge 25 cents, tor each component part ot a split delivery 
shipment. I 

Cost stud.ies rOlat'ing to the t!'€l.D.sportation of sugar sub-

mitted on turther hearinG shoW that the usual cartage movement is but 

tor a short distance. The shipments embracod by the stUdies appear 
to be single and two-zono movements. The record. is persuasive that 

a rate of 4 cents per 100 pounds, minim'Ulll weisht 10,000 PO'Wld.s per 

Shipment, is reasonable in view of the highly co~petitive conditions 

disclosed on further hearing. 

Many allegations 'VIere made with respoct to the asserted im-

propriety of the established zoning e.rrang~ent. Docision No. 30785 

made extensive changes in the original zone ~lan set torth in Decision 
No. 30600 upon a co~~rehensive shovdng at the third series or hear-

ings. Zoning is dealt with at lEmgth in Docision No. 30785. No use-

ful purpose would be served by e further ,discussion here. It has not 

been demonstrated tbat the traffic in issue should be accorded spocial 

t::oeatI!lent insofa.r as zoning is concerned. 
U~on consideration of all tho tacts ot rocord, I am of' the 

0; 

opinion and rind that DeCision No. 30785 ot April 11, 1938, as amended 
by Decision No. ~08Z6 ot w~y 3, 1938, in this proceeding, should be 

further ~ended to the extent indicated in Appendix ~A" of the order .. .. 
herein. In all other respects said Decision No. 30785, as ~ended, 

shall remain 1n t~l torce and eftect. 

The tollowing to~ of' order is,rooomQendet: 
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ORDER --- .... -
Public hear~s hav~ been held in the above entitled pro-

ceeding, 

IT IS :s:EP.EBY ORDERZO that A:p:pendix ffA.'" of Decision No. 30785 
...... 

ot A:pril 11, 1938, as amended, be and it is hereby turther amended to 

the extent shown in A:ppendix ~A'" attached hereto and by this reforence 
... .. 

made a part hereof. 

IT IS EEREBY FO'R'l'E:E:R ORDERED that in all other resp'elcts said 

Decision No. 30785, as ~ended, Shall rema~ in full torce a~a eftect. 

IT IS EEREBY FUR'I'EER ORDERED that the COmmission sh.all and 
it does hereby retain jurisdiction of this ~lOceedins tor the,pu.~oze 
of making, from t~e to time, such turther investigation or ~vest1ga­

tions a.:o.d making and rendering such further ord.er or ord.ers as in its 
discretion mAY be de~ed proper and necossary, and as tho public in-

terest may require. 
The authority herein granted is without prejudice to any 

other or different conclusions that may be reached on a further and 

more extensive rocord in this proceeding. 

The effective date ot this order shall be the date hereof. 
The toregoing,opi:o.ion and order are hereby approved and 

ordered tiled as the opinion and. order ot the Railroad Co~ssion ot 

the State ot calitornia. ~ 

Dated at San :Francisco, Ca11torm.e., this ,.J Q day ot 
...-O..;;,/..~'/./17 __ R ____ ' 1935. 
9 
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APPENDIX nAn 

P.ates~ rules and regulations provided in Appendix nA" of 
Decision No. 30785~ and as ~ended, ~e hereby further amended as 

.tollows: . 
SEQTION NO.5 - CQMMQDITX RATES 

Aed the folloWing new items: 

I 
I 
1 

I 
I 

I , 

R 

Item ~. 
~ No. ~ 
r. 

Rates 1n cents I per 100 pounds 

~ I I 
~ 'Freight (See Note) L. RSl)je Basl,S ! 
~ LA BCD I 
1. I 

~ Slnpments weigh1ng less than 500 pounds* .. 25 SO' 35· 40! 
_ :Min1nrom weight 500 pounds per sbipment . 21 25 29 331 
~ Minimum we1ght 2000 pounds per shipment 17 20 23 27 
~ M1n1m'Olll weight 4000 pottlds :pc:- z:bipm~nt** hl9 15 11 20 

~ NOTE. - (a) Rates named in this item will not apply to ShiP~ 
; ments conSisting exclusively of articles classified at I 
~ h1gher than first class,. nor to sh1pments When the I 
6 vle1ght ot 3:Ay article or a.rticles classified at bigher f 

: 715 
!(new 
:item) 

! than first class exceeds 10 per cent of the. total weight 
~ of the sb1pment. t 
~ (b) Rates named in this item apply only when the I 
~ sbipper has notified. the carr1er, :9rior to the trans-
~ ~ortat1on of the property of his intent to sb1p at the i \ 

~ 
t. 
1 
I 
! , 
I 
I 

~ rates provided 1n this item. When such notification i 
has been given and the s::c1pment tendered -:nc' 'carrier , 
rates no lowor than those nc.med in this item. must 'be ~ 
applied. t 

* Minimum charge 50 cents per shipment. 
~. At the rates named 1n this item a shipment may consist 

of several eo~ponent parts delivered to (3) one con-
signee at more than one point of destination, or (b) 
more tban one consignee at one or more points of des-
tin~tion~ subject to the follo~~g conditions: 

(l) The composite sb1pmentshall be sh1pped by one 
consignor at one point of origin. 

(2) Charges shall be prepaid by the shipper. 

• ! 
( 

~ 
~ 

i 
I 

} 
t 
J 
U 

~ ,t 
A 



Item 
No. 

, 715 I 
; (Con-! , d' ; cJ.u -I 
: ed) ; , 

, 
j 
::'735 " renew 
;item) 
I 
( 

" 

I 

" I 
! 

• 

! (3) ~he composite shipment shall weigh (or trznsport~~ 
t10n charges shall be computed on a weight of) not less 1 
than 47000 pounds. 

(4) Charge for the composite shipment shall be the 
charge applicable tor a single shipment of the same 
kind and quantity of property from point or origin to 
the highest rated point or destination, plus an add1-
t1on~ c~~ree of 1 cent per 100 pounds, minimum 2S 
cents, for each delivery more than one. 

(5) At time of tender of Shipment carrier shall 1s-
~ue a single bill of lading or shipping document "for 
the compOSite sh1pment, and oe furnished with manifest 
or written delivery instructions showing the name of 
each conSignee, the point of destination, and the kind 
and ~uantity of ~roperty in each component part. 

Paper, Paper articles, and other commodities, viz.: 
Paper, viz.: 

Blotting 
carbon 
Cardboard 
Cb1pooard 
Converting 
Cover 
Crepe 

I 
" 

• 
G1.'Ullmed 
Napk1npaper 

Newsprint 
Poster 
Pr1nt1ng 
Shelf 
~oilet 
Toweling 
Waxed 
Wrapping 
Writing 

'1 
Paper articles, viz.: 

Arch Files 
Bags 
Blank books 
Bottles 
Cans 
Cans, ice cream 
Cards 
Covers, toilet se~.t 
Cups " 
Dishes 

s 
1 Indexes, Index . 

cards ~d filers ; 
Lids I 
Lunch sets ( 

1 Napkins. ! 
Nestr1tes \ 
Pails i 
Papatr1es I 
paper, corrugated I 
Paper Expanding Files 

j 

I 



j~ 
( Item i 
<-No. i 
) 

I , 

i 
t 

Disp~sers~ viz.: 
cup 
sani t:u"Y napkinc 
soap 
tape 
toilet seat cover 
toilet tis:;ue 
towel 

Doilies 
Envelopes 
Files, letter 
Fold1Dg and upright 

'boxes 
Folders·· 

J Other Co:mnodi tie s, viz.: 

735 
(new 
item) 

~ , , 
:~ 
,. 
i 

:~ 

; 
} 
I 

~ 
(Con- :! 
tinned) : 

: . 

Binders, looseleaf 
Book Supports or Book 

Eo.ds, metal 
Boxes, fibreboard, 

Brushes 

pulpboard or 
strawboard 

C3Jldle Solders 
Candles 
Cellulose ;~t1cles,viz.: 

cartons: 
cases 
packages 
tubes: 

Cb.a.1r Cushions 
Chalk, writing 
ChamOiS, imitation 
Chop Prills & Holders 
Coasters 
Compasses, drawing 
Conta:i.ners, viz: 

Corrugated, 
Fibre 

Cordage 
Corrugated Sheets 
Cutters, :9aper 
CrClyons 
Desk Trays, wire 
Desk Xrays, wood, S.U. 
Dtl.st cloths 

·' 

Pb.otomailers 
Plates 
Receipt books 
Rein:f"orcements 
S"eals 
Spoons, paper 
Statements 
~able covers 
Ta.blets 
Xags 
~issue, .facial 
Tubing 
Tub~ 

File Boxes, viz.: 
Cardboard, wood, 
twood. and. metal 
combined, 

Filing Cabinets 
steel or wood, 

Finger pads, ru.'bber 
Fountain pens, 1n-

clud.1ng desk 
sets, 

Games, card 
Handkereb.iets 
I%lk wells 
Maeh1nes,number~g 
Macb.1nes, punching 
M.3.cb.1ncs, stapling· 
M1meograp~ Supplies 
Ma. t o.nQ. showcard. board. 
Uatcaes 
Uusc1lage 
Pad.s, calendar 
Padd1ng Adhesives 
Padding Cement 
Padding Compounds 
Paper Clips. 
Paper F~steners 

~ Partitions, Partition ~ 
P~ts, liners and ; 
pads, corrugated 5 
or fibre, ~ 

Paste { I Pencil Leads ~ 
I· Pencils ( 

Erasers 

I l?e:c.b.olders: 1 

1 (Continued) ! 

~l --~-----------------------------J -3-



, 
i Item 
I t No. 
\ 

I 
I , 
• 1 
\ 
j 

t 
I 
I 
! 
l , 
I 
I 
i 
I 
" 
I 
I , 
1 
I 
: 
I 

I I 
j 735 1 
. (Con- ~ 
't1llued) ; 

I I 
I I 
1 ~ 

I ! 
I i 
I i 
~ J 

1 I 
I ! . ! 
I I I I 

I I I I 

I 

Pen Tickets 
Pen Points 
Pins 
Ribbons 
Roofing Materials, Viz.: 

Asphalt 
Compounds 
Pa.per" roof1ng 
Sbingles 
Tile 
T1le, 1m1to.t1on 

Rope 
Rulers 
Scales, posta.ge 
School Art Materials, v1z.: 

Paints, water colors 
Scissors . 
Sharpeners, pencil 
S1llk Strainers 
Soap 
Stamps, rubber 

including date stamps 
Sta:o.ds, calendar 
Staples 

., 

.. -. 

Straws or I 
S1:ppel"s t Supp11es, Janitor 

Tape, g'tlllmled., paper 
or cloth, mend.1ng I 
or sealing 

Tn.Umb tacks ' i 
Trees, Xmas, glo- ~, 

l1ght or art1- ~ 
i'1e1al 

Twine 
Wallboard 
Waste baskets, fiore, 

wood or Wire 
Window Display 

Mater1aJ. 
Woodenware, viz.: 

Spoons, forks" 
sticks, tooth-
picks 

World Globes· 
Writing Ink 
Wax Remover 

Rates 1n cents i 
per 100· pounds ~ 

I--:~~=---=---- f 
R~tft 'R~ ~1 s ' 

f BCD ~ 
In strai[;ht or mixed s:b1l'ments: ~ 

See Note. ~ 
Min1m'Ul'D. weight 100 pO'Cllds per sJ:l1pme:lt * 21 26 32 35 ~ 
U.J.xi1Jnum weight 500 pounds per sb.1:pment i 17 2l 26 28 ~ 
Minimum weight 2000 pounds :per. Shipment I 14 17 20 24 k 
M1n:!m-um we1ght 4000 potlZlds per Shipment" l_ll __ l_4_1_6 __ 1_8_....t"J,t 

NOTE. - The rates named in this item Will not apply 
(a) to shipments consisting exclusively of arti-
cles described under the heading of "Other 
Commodities, viz.:" 

(0) to miXed shipments ~hcn the weight of the arti-
cles described under the heading of "Other 
Commodities, viz.:" exceeds l5 per cent of the 
total weight of the Shipment. 



, , 
1 Item I No. 

i 
! 
J 
I 
! * M1%liDnlm cllarge' 50 cents per zhipment 
!** At the rates named 1n th1s item, a sb.1pment I:ay con-
I ~izt of several component parts de11vered to (a) one 
; consignee at ~ore tbZn one point of destination? or 
! (b) more than one consignee at one or more points of 
j destination, subject to the following condit1ons: I . 
I " I (1) The composite Shipment shall be shipped by one 

consignor at one ~o1nt of origin-

735 
(Con-
:clu-
ded) 

\ 

(2) Charges shall be prepaid by the saipper. 

(3) The composite shipment sb.cll weigh (or trans-
portation charges shall be computed on a weight of) 
not less than 4,000 pounds. . 

(4) Charge for the composite Shipment shall be 
the ebazge applicable for a Single shipment ot.. the 
same kind and quantity of property from point of 
origin to the b.ighest rated po1nt of d,est1nation, :plus 
an additional charge of 1 cent per 100 pounds, m1D1-
mum 25 cents, for each delivery more than one. 

(5) At time of tender or sh1p~ent carrier shall 
issue a Single bill of lading or shipping document 
for the composite Shipment, and be furnished With 
manifest or v~1tten delivery instructions showing 
the name of each conSignee, the point of dest1nation, 
and the kind and ~uant1ty ot property 1n each com-
ponent part. 

substitute tor Item'No. 740 the tollowine item: 
" 

I. 

i Item ! No. 

, 
I 

i , 
( 
i 740-A I 
I 

I 

I 

Sugar 
~n1mum weight 10,000 pormds per shipne:lt 
M:tn1m'Um 1ie1ght 20,000 :pounds per sbipme'l.t I 

1 
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, , , 
Rate 1n cents ·1 
per 100 pounds !l 

1 

• 1 li7 

A B C ,D : 
, 
I 

4 4 6 7 I 
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