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Decision No. __ ~_')_.G_':'_ ... I()_·"'._O_ 

. BEFORE THE PAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE CJE' CALIFO:a.~ 

In the Ma. tter of the Establishment of ) 
maximum. or m1n:1l'Tl'!JI:l." or max1lnum and m1ni- ) 
mum rates, rules and regulations ot all ) 
common carriers as defined 1n the ?ublic ) 
Utilities Act of the State or California, ) 
as amended, and ·Sll hiehway carr1ers as ) 
defined in Chapt~r 223, Statutes of 1935, ) 
as amended, for the transportat1onz tor ) 

WJ[ffi~~u~~~ 
Case No. 4246 

compensation or h1re~ of any and ~l ) 
cOQmodities. ) 

BY TEE CO~o:TSSION: 

FOURTH S'O'PP~NTAL OPINION AND ORDER 

Decision No. 31606, as amended, in the aoove entitled pro-
.. 

ceeding, established rnip1mum rates" rules and regulatiOns to becooe 

effective August 7, ~939, ror transportation or property Within 

CaJ.;tornia by common carriers, ra.dial h1Zhway CODon carriers and 

:b.1g.."'lway contract carriers. At an adjou.rned hearing held in So.n Fran­

cisco on July l7, 1939" before Eum1ner P. W. DaviS, evidence was 
. . 1 

received relative to the following matters·, among others: 

Approval of New Clas~1f1cation and of New 
Su~plements to EXception Sheet 

Highway Carriers' ~ariff No. 2~ in which the minimum rates 
~ 

established by Decision No. 31606, supra" as amended, are contained" 

is governed" except as otherwise provided therein, byWeste~ Cl~ 

s1f1cation No. 67, C.R.C. No.6 of J. P. Haynes, Agent, by Pacific 

Freight Tariff Bureau Exception Sheet No. l-P" C.R.C. No. ,97 Ct. F. 
-Potter series) of J. P. Haynes, Agent" and nby SUpplements to and 

reissues of said publications when such s~pplements and reissues 

1 
Evidence received at that time r~lat1ve to matters other than 

those treated in this opinion will be d1sposedof later. 
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have beon a.~proved. by', the Co~ssion. If A. rate witness tor the Com-. 
mission pointed ou.t that Western Class1f'ication No .. 67 has since been 

reissued as Western Cl~si!ication No~ 68~ C.~.C.-W.C. No. 1 ot R. C. 

Fy.to~ Agent, and that several supplements of the latter classifica­

tion as well as or the Exception Sheet have also been issued. He 

stated that tae reissued Class1!icat1onl Supplements 1 and 2 thereto 1 

and Supplements 43, 46 and 48 to the Exception Sheetl were ~lready 

in effect tor common ccrricr tr~sportation'with1n Cal1!orn1a~ within 

other western sta.tes1 and for interstate transportation in the west­

ern district, @d. tha.t~ 1n his opinion, the changed ratings theroin 

contained woro just1 reasonable ~ nond1scr1m1natory. Ho recommended 

their approval by the Co~iss1on as proper ratings to govern the 

rn'n1:mJm rates contained in H1ghvray Carriers' Tar1ff No.2. No one 

objected to this proposal. TAe reissued classification and new 

supplements will be ap~roved. 

.. ' ... 
Carriers who ~d not previously been afforded an opportun­

ity to be heard in this procecd1ng respecting the establisbmont or 
m1n1mum rates, rules and regulatiOns were duly served with notice of 

tAo adjourned hearing and were afforded an opportunity to be heard at 

that t1me. ~he Co~ssionfs rate witness reco~ended that Dec1sion 

No. 3l606~ supra" be made applicable to all hiehVl.!l.y carriers.. except­

ing only those carriers specitieallyexempted by Finding No. ~4 
2 

thereof ~ as amended.. and carriers specifically authorized to transport 

nt lower :rates -under Section 11 or the Highway Carriers.' Act. He 
~ 

cased this recommendation principally upon the tact that the deciSion 

was based upon cost stud1es 3 tostimonyot expert rate w1tnesces" and 

2 
F1nd1ng No. 14 ot Decision No. 3l606" as amended, exempts certain 

specified carriers round to be engaging oxclusively in spec1~1zed 
types of transportation. 
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ot carrier and shipper representatives, whiCh, ~en cumulatively, 

portrayed conditions ordinarily encountered 1n average oporations of 

reasonably efficient carriers, rather than operations of any particu-

lar carriers wbo appea.red at, the original hoarings •. ~re was no 

cross-exam1nat1on or this witness nor was any additional ev1deneo 

introduced in this regard. 

As pointed O'tlt by the witness, the evidence upon which 

Decision No. 31606" supra, as amended, was based, related to average 
eonditions encountered ill varied types of opa'rations. :Rates, cbArges" 

accessor1cl charges, rat1ngs, rules and regulations develo~d from 

that evidence were tound 1n that decision to be just, reasonable and 

nond1scr~m:1natory tor all. radial highway common ea.rriers and hips1 

eon tract carriers, as well as tor the other carriers 1nvolved in the 

proceeding, and were established tbere~ as the just, reasonable an4 

nondiscriminatory mjnjmnm ~ates, charges and accessorial charges to 

be assessed, charged and eollected, and rules and regulatiOns to be 

observed by a:ny and ill such carriers. The opinion." :f:ind1x:l.es and. 

order 1n Decision No. 31606, as ~ended, appear equally proper and 

just~ reasonable and nond1scrjmjnatory for the carriers for whom ~e 

hearing, herein referred to wa.s provided. ~e recommendation w1ll 'Oe 

adopted. 

z.bererorc~ good cause appearing, 

IT IS EEBEBY ORDERED tbAt Western Classification No. 68, 
C.R.C.-W.C. No. 1 of R. C. Fyfe, Agent, Supplements !~os. 1 and 2 

tbereo!~ ~d Supplements Nos. 43, 46 and 48 or P~ci!ie Fre1~t 
Tariff Bureau Exee:pt1on Sheet ~ro. 1-1'" C.B.C. No. ,97 (L. F. Potter 

ser1e::) of J. P. Hsy'ncs, Agont" be and they are ooreb1 approved. to 
~ . 

govern Eighwaj" Cc.rriers t Tariff No. 2 (AppendiX "Dfl of Decision No. 

31606" as amendod, in tl:l1s :9l'oceoe.mg). 
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IT IS ~y .E'ORl'EER OED~ that the opinion, tindings 

and order in said Decision No. 31606, as amended, in the above en­

titled proceedin~, copies of which order and ~endments thereto are 

attached hereto and hereby referred to and made a part hereof, be 

o.nd. they e.re hereby ado:pted as the opinion, t1ndings and order 

here::n. 

~is order shall become effective on the date hereot. 

Dated at San Francisco, California, this I~~ day ot 

~ac-&=1 , 1939. 

~ ~ 


