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In the Matter' ot the Establishment ot ) 
ma'dnmm or minimum, or max1mr:&m and m1n1- ) 
mum rates" rules aDd regulatiOns or all ) 
common carriers as de%'1ned in tile Public ) 
Utllities ~ct or toe State ot Cal1tor.n1a~) 
as ameXlde4" and al.l h1gnway carriers as ) 
defined 1n Chapter 223, Statutes o:r 1935,) 
as amended" tor the transportation!. tor ) 
compensation or hire, ot any and ~ ) 
com:nod1ties. ) 

BY TilE COlnaSSION: 

• 

f:'" ..... ~- - to.·" ..... -'\;' ~ ~ 
\ \ ! ~. >. .' I .: 

~ ~:~ ~ ,~.~,. ~., ..• ~.~ :~., 

Case No. 4246 

U. 'i1st or appearances entered 111 this 
.. proc~ 1r1ll be tound 1n J.ppendiX 
"A.Il hereto and 1n Decision No. 31606 
otDeeember 27, 1938, and DeCision No. 
31996 ot Kay 12, 1939.) . 

PIXTH supp~ OPINION 
~ 

Dec1sion No. 31606, as amended, 1n tb.1s proceeding" esteb-
. 

l1sbed m1n
'

mum rates o£ statewide appl1cation tor the transportat1on 

ot property by common, radial bighway common and highway contract 

carriers. At adjourned hear1llgs held 1n San Francisco and. Loa .mgeles 
. . 

l>etore FJam1 ner P. ?I. Davis" evidence 'WaS received relative to the 

!ollow1Dg matters, involved in that decision. 

AAP:J:QYal ~, Depots on Pl'em1ses 0: §bipper, or Consime., 

With certain exceptiOns with wm.eh we are not here coneernedl 

Decision :No. 31606" supra, proVides that on Shipments weighing less 

than 10 .. 000 pounds picked up at or del1vered to carriers t established 

depots" rates shall be 5 cents per 100 pcnmcla less than those other­

wise provided and that when Shipments are both picked up at and de-

11 v.red to carriers' established depots I rates shall. be 10 cents per 
1 ~ 

100 pounds less. Carr1ers aro directed to abstain ~ applying 

1 
Rates applicable to transportation including piemp and aOl1.very at 

the shi:pper1 s or e0llS1gnee' s place ot bu.s1Iwss are here1:a.atter referred 
to as store-door ra.tes; those on which. a deduction is made are reterred 
to u terminal rates. 
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e' 

terminal rates Zrom or to term1nals or depots located on the prem1ses 

o~ ~ sh1;PP(ll"" CQZl)aXlY or corporation other than said carrier tmleaa', 

the Commission' s approval aha l 1 tirst have been obta1ned, but are 

perm1tted to continue to c0D.:31der term1na's or depots so located a.s 

"established depots" during the pendencY' 0'£ an ap,l1catJ.on seeldng 
~ 

the Commiss1on's approval. 

Because or this latter proV1s1ou numerous carr1ers ~lled 
·2' 

appl1cat1on3 nth the Commission. at the pet1t1on.1ng h1ghwq contract 

carr1ers" some were engaged excl'llS1vely 1ll transpcrt1ng property :0.1" 

the part1eular person on whoso prem1ses they prop;osecl to ma1nta1n 

depots; some transported tor more than one shipper but proposed to 

establish depots on the prem1ses ot the major sh1pper or eaCh respect­

ive carrier; some sought to maintain depots on the pr,3m1ses of all 

shippers tor whom they transported a:tJY substant1al vol'ame ot t:ratt1c; 

and one proposed to ma1:a:ta1n a d.epot on the premises ot a potential 

sh1ppe1" tor whom. it was not then pertorr.a1ng 8nY' transportation lIha:tao­

ever. In aome instances the carr1ers lDll!nta1ned 1ndependent depots 

in the same immediate V1c1n1t:r; 1n other instances their modes 0: 

operat1on were such that the:r had no %leed tor 1ndepe.ndent depots at 

~ point. 

Xhe tacllit1u available at the depots of which the h1gha.,. 

contract carriers sought approval ranged trom. uramarked portions of 

sh1pp1ng pla.ttorms just large enough to accommodate one or two trucks 

to large areas or buildings completely set apart trom. the balance ot 

tho prem1ses and devoted to the carr1ert a exclusive use. Xhe agree-.. 
ments betweon the shippers and carriers concerning the use ot: these 

facilities were sometimes verbal and w1th~t consideration, samet1mea 

2 
J.. list 01: the pet1 t1on.1:.o.g carriers and. ot the premises on which 

tney seek to ma1nt~ depots is set forth 1n~ppeDdjx DB" hereto. 



in the torm. of: briet leases call 1ng tor only nominal rentaJ.s" an4 

sometimes 1n the :f'orm ot elaborate leases caJ.J.1ng tor substantial 

payments on the part ot tae carriers. 

It was cla.1med :1n each instance by the highwaY' contract 

carriers that the ma.1ntenance ot the proposed depots would redoWld 

to the mutual be~1t of' both the carr1er and the shipper" 1:c~ that 

on the one hand it would :permit tlte c~rier to opera.te more economi­

cally and. atford 'better 8ervice and. on the other hand it would enable 

the sh1pper to enjoy the super10r service thus made possible. Xhe 

tact that the shipper would receive the benefit or terminal rates 

was said to be only ot iccldental ~portance. 

the depots ot which approval was soU&ht by the petit10ning 

c~on carriers tall 1n tnree general catego~esl 1 ••• " (l) those 
.. t' 

maintained on premises o! persons whose own Shipments are neg11gible 

10 volume" 1A co~njt1es where there is not suttic1ent traffic to 

warrant the ma1ntenance or 1ndepe.o.dent depots I (2) those ma1n.ta1ned 

on premises of the only shipper in the cormmUJ1ty having a:tJ.'1' appreci­

able volume of traffic, and (3) tnose ma1nta1ned on premises ot 

sA1pper$ having considerable tratt'ic o! theu own in communities 

where other shippers haVing vary1Jlg amounts 01: trat:!'1c are also 

loca.ted. 

Except 1n a tew instances, the petitioning common carriers 

d1d not describe 1n detail the physical characteristics o! their pro­

posed. depot~ or the contra.ctual arrangements tmder 1Ih.1eh the depots 

were to be maintained. They contented thems$lV8S ~or the most part 

with ~xplajn1nt taat the depots were necessar,y to enable the common 

carriers to tult1ll their ooligations to serve the pUbl1c~ that they 

were open to the receipt and delivery or shipments tor the pub11e 

generalJ.y' and that the quest10n ot whether the Shipper would or would 

not receive the benefit or termjDaJ rates was not a motivating ~actor 
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1n the estatl1sbment ot the depots. They stated tbat terminal rates 

were not intended to be applied trom or to cert~1n of the proposed 

depots e1 ther 1n connection with. the tratf'1c ot the particular person 

upon whose premises the depots were located or in connect1on w1~ the 

t~arr1c brought to or recGived at those depots by other shippers or 

cO',~1gnoes. 

In considering these applications, care must be taken to 

d1~~t:1ngu1sh between ~us~.r~Gatlon ro~ the mahten.ance of the depots 

and just~1eat~on ~or ~e a~p1~eat~on or tormlnal rates from and to 
them. The latter is the only justj,t'1eat1.on vd.th wh:1ch we are here 

concerned" smce the order in this proceeding tlakesno roquirements 

tllat a.pprova.l be obt41ncd 1n lllstanccs where store-d.oor rates are 

charged. 

Section 10 or the Highway Carriers t Act directs the Com­

=iss1on to nestabl1s~ or approve just, reasonable and nond1scr1m1na­

tor1" rates to be charged by h1gh~y carr1ers other than those covered 

by tlle provision or the Public utilities Act. It is under this statu­

tory provision ~t the rates tor highway carriers here 1nvolved have 

been established. Section 19 or thc Pub11c Utilit1es Act provides 

that carr1ers covered by that Act may not "make or grant ~ preference 

or advantage to ~ corporation or person or subject any corporation 

or person to any prejudice or disadvantage." 

'Vl1tb.1n the scope or tlle present inquiry, there can be no dis­

cri mi nat10n in rates 

tlle1r own premises or where they ~ta1n no tem~.neJs at all .. nor can 

there be any discrjm i nat10n of this na~~e in 1nstances where even though 

carriers' terminals are located on the premises of sAippers.. store-door 

rates are assessed. 

pre~ses or a snipper or receiver or tre1~t and by virtue of such 

arrangement accords to that shipper or receiver rates lower ~ the 
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store-door rates, that sh1~per or receiver is elear17 subject to 

an a.dvantage which those not so 51 tuated do not enjoy. In other 

word~, the al!cording to one sil1pper ot ra.tes :for the transportation 

of property from that shipper's place of business to a. g1ven des­

tination lower than rates charged other shippers tor like trans­

portation trom their places or business, in the absence or extenu­

ating c1rc~tances, grants to the one shipper a preference and 

advantage such as the Acts prohibit. This advantage could, ot 

course, be removed by the establishing or ter.m1nals upon tae pre­

mises or all shippers of'tering property in like voltmle. Clearly , 

however, this would in most instances be h1~ impracticable par­

ticularly in so f's:r as it concerns common carriers, who by the 

nature ot their undertaking serve all who elect to ship over t~1r 

l1:o.es. While it may in some 1nstenees be practica.ble tor contract 

c~1ers to maintain depots on the premises ot all of' their patrons 

shipping in substantial quantities, such a practice would give them 

an advantage that would preclude common carriers trom competing 1n 

this service. Moreover., the carrier's patron would have an advan­

tage not enjoyed by otller shippers in the same vicinity. Only upon 

a clear shoW1ng that rates of the volume or those sought are tally 

justified should such an arrangeme:lt be put into effect. No such 

showing has here been made. 

It should also be observed that in so tar as the transpor­

tation of property of the kind and quantity here involved is con­

cerned, the rates established by tAe Commission in Decision No. 

31606, supra, were based primarily upon the experiences of common 

carriers in connection With yroperty handled most economically 

through established terminals and that contract carriers were allowed 
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to make s1m1lar charges for the purpose ot meeting the competition 

ot tOe common carriers. No. competitive situation exists in instances 

where a contract carrier establishes a depot on the premises ot a 

shi,per who does not have available te~in8l-to-termjnal common 

carrier rates. Eence~ there is no competitive reason for according 

It, because of unusual circumstances, 

the applicable charges tor the transportation trom a shipper's 

place ot bus~ess to a given destination or dest~tioDS are ex­

cessive, relief may be sought under Section 11 of the Highway Car-

riers' Act. 

In view of these conc 1':lS ions , the peti t10ns here under 

consideration will be denied and appropriate amendcent ot Decision 

No. 31606 .. supra, will be made to proVide that ter.n1nal rates shall 

in no iDstance be accorded persons upon whose premises depots are 

loeatec1. 

Petition of Cas Ear Lumber Company 

Caspar Lumber Company sought the establiShment ot a special 

commodity rate of $6.04 per thousand board feet tor transportation of 

gx-een lumber by highway carriers from Caspar, (a po1nt 6 miles south 

ot Fort Bragg), to Pittsburg in truckload quantities.3 The president 

of this petitioner testified that his company ships large quantities 

01: l'lml"oor to Red.wood Manufacturers Company (a subsid1ary or Caspa.r 

Lumber Company) at ,Pittsburg, in competition with union Ltllliber Company" 

whose mill is located at Fort Bragg. The ~ rate established 

for this transportation (subject to alternative app11catiotL or common 

carrier ra.tes) is $7.92 per tAousand board :reet. 'S7 reason of the 

3 
Rates are stated ill the minimum rate o:rder 1n cents per 100 pou.od.s, 

subject to an estimated weight or 3,300 pounds per tb.ousand. board 
feet of green l'UIllber. For convenience, in making compariSOns I they 
are stated 1n dollars per thousand 'board reet in this op1n1on. 
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:tact tbat the latter compeny is sened by railroad .. however" it :l.s 

able to tak. advantag~ o~ 4 car2oa4 rail rate ot $6.04 per thousand 
boud teet. Caspar lumber Com;Pal)y, on the other hand., j,s not served. 

by ra1ll'oad. It must pay a rate of' $1.32 per thousand board. :teet, 

based upon the distance ~rom Caspar to the Fort Bragg ra1lhead~ plus 

the rail rate of $6.04 :per thousand board :r~et" or .. total. or $7.36 

per thousand board teet. Both companies aSSGl"tedly cut s.nd mill 

l'amber 'Cnder subst&nt:1all.:y the S:lme eoDd1 t1ons.. and C&s.par Lumber 

Company claims that a rate parity 18 necessary tor it to c~te with 

'On10ll Lumber Company 1n the sale ot 1 ts lumber to Redwood Manufacturers 

ComP8llY. 

.L b1ghway contract carrier who .bas enga,ged ill the tran&por­

tat10n here 1llvolved tor a period of one month introduced a statement 

purport1.ng to show tbat the expenses. incurred dur1Il£ that period were 

less than the revenue Which would have accrued UDder the sought rate. 

2!he&e cost. are based on the assumption that h1s trucks would be en­

gaged 1n tll1s transportation 312 days a year. On cross-examjD8t1on" 

1t wasdevelcped that no overhead~ garage expenses~ eompensation 
4 

i.nBUl."Bnce or social security taxes '"1'& included. It 'WU also dis-

closed that the allowance tor wages did not take tnto considerat1on 

possible lost time in awaiting terries or mak1ng tire or road repa1rs, 

and th.3.t no allowance was made tor 1dle truck time. ~s 'W1.tn.a~ 

stated that ~e transportat1on tromCaspar to Pittsburg possessed no 

features 'Wb.1ch made 1t ~re economical than ordinary lumber haul1ng. 

It is tru6, as pointed out by petitioner" that Union :tmD])er 
. -

CompaDy enjoys a lower rate from. Fort Bragg than 1s available to 

Caspar Lumber Compal,lY trom Cas;>ar. ru.s 1$ due to the tact that the 
-

Fort Bragg m1ll is sel"Ved by ra11, whereas the Caspal' is not. llnder 

Section lOot the H1&hwe.,. Carriers l Act, highway earners must be 

4 
7!b.1& 1l1tness stated that he "bas no overhead" but ad:m1tted tbat 

he hired a bookkeeper" whose wages were not included. He stated" 
further that he bas no garages e:o.d that" since he hires less than 
tour drivers~ he is not required to pay social. securit,. taxes. 
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permitted to charge rates no higher than the rail ratea ~or the .... 

trans.J><)rtat1on, even though such ra.U rate. may be lOftr than what 

would otherwise be reasonable mjn'mum truck rates. NOthing appears 

1n this record tc indicate that the minimum rate in ettect tor tra.ns­

portat1on trom Caspar to Pittsburg 18 1n excess or the reasonable 

m11,11mlm cos.ts ot pertol'IlWle the transportation. 'tt the cost :t'1gurea 

subm1tte<l by the carrier witnesses were adjusted to take care of the 

ll'Umel'OUS deficiencies po1nted out on eross-cxam1zlat101l, 1 t appears 

doubttul tbat the l'esnlUng figures would be mater1aJ.l,. lower tban 

the present m1nimum rates:. lloreover6 those cost !'1£;Ur8s accrued 

du:r1ng a period 1n wh1ch this carrier 'ftS given a steady now 'r4 

tnf't1c, whereas Caspar Lumber CompallY desires the right to dUtr1bute 

iu tratf1c between carriers at· w1ll. Except tor an llnBUpported 

rate d1spar1t7 between 'hipments or t'n1on Lumber COJDP8ZJY and Caspar 
~ 

LtD:Ilber Company torecloses the Cas:par Lumber Compa:ay trom d1spos1Jl& 
- w 

or 1~s product at P1ttsbur£. S1nce the latter company adm1ttedl.7 

holds controll~Dg interest in the potent~ purchaser, Redwood U&nn­

tacturers6 a conV1nc1n& ahow1l:lg that the lumber cannot be sold to it 

at a price in excess of the cost of product1cn by an GOWlt u great~ 

.. t leut,J &8 the present transportation. rate appeal's essential. Xhe 

rate .. ought has not been justU'1ed. 

,,$1t.o; of InteXS1n TransP2rt Lines, Ing • 
.. ~ . . . . . . .. ........ .... . . 

.l.uthority was reQ.uested by Intercity !rranaport L1%wa .. Inc., 
- ... - . 

.. highway common carr1eZ",J to make applicable trail a.tId to 1nte:rmed1ate 

points rates maintained bY' it ~rom and to certain more distant point. 

to l'Z1eet the competition ot ~way Express Comp~~ Inc. Its witness 
. . 

po1nted out that Ra1lway Express .l.genc1, InC. YaS exempted from the 



application or the mj n1mum rates establ1shed by Decision No. 31606
1 

supra, but that other carriers were permitted to meet rates main­

ta1Xled by Railway Express Agency, I:c.c. for the same transportation. 

He stated, howe:ver I tbat Railway Express Ageney, Inc. does not otter 

r>1ckup and dell very service at all pOints served by Interc1 ty Xx'&llS-

port Lines, Inc., and that, in order to comply with the Commission1E 

order, it is necessary that higher ra.tes be I:1&1nta.1ned to the non­

competitive points than are maintained to more ~stant eompet1t1ve 

pointS. According to the witness, this situation makes necessary 

an extremely complex tar1rt publication and, moreover, causes dis­

satisfaction on the part ot shippers who do not understand the 

reason tor the rate discrepancies. 

Wh:Ue it is recognized that some tu1f'i eomple:x1ty and mis­

underst.wndil'lg on tb.e put ot shippers may result tb.eret':rom., the 1'0-

qU1re.ment that rates published to ~ect com~et1t1on o~ other agencies 

"r tre.XlSportat1on may 'be maintained onJ.y at pOints ";"fhel'e the competi-

tion actually exists is the fo~dat1on of a stabilized rate structure. 

It enables rates to be placed upon a reasonable level~ wb1le at the 

same time according all carriers an equality o~ compet1tive oppor­

tun1ty. ~e public benefits to be derived trom tb1.s basis appear to 

~a:r outweigh the objections expressed by tb.1s carrier. Xhe petit10n 

w1ll be denied. 

P$t1t1cD of' Dried. Em t As~()¢1a t1.9J). 

Decision No. 3l606~ st1Pra~ exempts :f'l"om the application ot the 

m.1n1mum rates dried fruit in its natural state., which has not been ncleaned~ 

washed~ stemmed, tumigated or otherwise preparea or partially prepared tor 

bllman conswnpt1on.ft The Dried Fruit Association of cal jfom1a asked t.bat 
• 

the word fttumigated" be delote~ from this description. A Witness ~or the 

AsSOciation explained that fumigation does not change the character 

o~ the rrtt1t~ but is merely to prevent intestat1on. It 
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is done somet1:mes a.t the point or gl"OYth and somet1mes in storage 

warehouses, depellCl1ng upon the variety or fruits" climatic cOl'ld1t1.cma 

8lXl degree 01: 1Dtestation ill the area. Re us.arted that the reqll1re­

ment that the established m1n1mtU:l rates be appl1.ed on f'um1gatecl. dried 

tru1 t prejud1ees growers a:od sh1ppers who sh1p~·:trom 1l:ttestecl areas 

or who hold their truit in storage. 

In view 0'1: the showiDg that fumigation does not cbange the 

.uature or the dried tru1t, or constitute a part or the pack'ng or 

procee,ing" 1t appears that the proposed mod1!1cat1on shoUld ~ made •. 

fetU10n of' ,see Del1D;rx Strv1~' 
. , . .. -

.t. ... L. Eedden.. L: R. Redden~ L E. Redden and Y. Re4den, 

copartners ... doing businesS. as The J.ee ~livery' ~M'1e... a radial h:1gh-

way coanon .. highway contract and citY' carrier .. ' seek the establishment 

o:r a rate or 9 cents per package, plna 1 cent per potmd, ~or the 
5 

tran&portat1on or automoblle pa...-ts from Santa Kon1ea to Los .A:ngeles. 

L. P.edden testtt1ed that a rate ot the voltlme sought is ma1nta.1ned 
-
tor trans~ortat1on in ~e oPPOsite direct1?n by Cal1tor.n1a Deliver.r 

-
Service .. which rate his comP8l'JY is authorized to meet under the rule 

perm1tt1ng the minimum ra.tes to alte:rne.te With common carrier rat ••• 

Ee stated that dealers in Santa. lionica considered the 40 cent minimum 

charge excessive tor scall. sh1:pment$1 particularly 1n View or the 

lower rate being :in ertect 1n the opposite d:1rect1on. He adm1ttEtd 

that the charges 1Ih1ch would aCcrue for a Shipment UDder th~ 80ught 

rate would not be compensa.tory ror small shipments, ba.t stated that 

it is a common practice tor Carriers to reduce charges on small ship­

ments below the cost level aDd make up the deficit on heavier sh1p­

ments. He pred1cted that the sought bas.1~ llO\lld reduce h:1s revenue 

by not to excee<! $.5'.00 per month. 

5· .. . . . . 
Xhe present min1ramn rate ~or this transportation :1$. 39i- cents per 

lOOpoUDdsI subject to a sliding scale ot minimum charges rang1 ng 
from 40 cents ror shipments or 25 po'llIlds or leS8 to 75 cents ror 
shipments over 100 pounds. 
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Xhe method ot rate JlI8k1D.g "b.1eh petitioner advocates" 1.e., 

the maintenance o-r noncompensatory rates "ro'r lma] 1 shipments and the 

causing of: heavier shipments to bear the deficit" 'Would clearly dis­

Cr1minate aga1l'lBt those shippers who bave only larg. sh1pmenta. )(ore­

ever, the ex1st1Ilg bas1s aQm1ttedly proQ.ucu revenue anl7 approximately 

$5.00 per month in excess or that wh1ch. would accrue tIllder the sought 

basis" and it does not appear that tb:1s amonnt" distributed among 

petitioner's customers" is an UDdue burden or prevents the tree move­

ment ot this trafi'ie. ~e petiUon w1ll be denied. 

Ett1t1OA ot Libby, McNell & Ll)?by 
-

The point-to-po:lnt rates provided ~or transportation between 

San Francisco Bay' points and Sacramento on the one ~d and Los AnieJ.es 
.- - -
and adjacent tenitory on the other hand app17 rta certain spee1f1ed 

routes. Fro~ Sacramento" they apply only' via U. S. H1ghwq No. 99. 

L1bby" )(cNell and L1'bbyasked that an additional route be authorU~ 
. " 

via State 1I1ghway No. 24 to a point approx1matelY' one m1le south or 

CourtlaM" thence along a eocnty l'Oad" through Locke" to Walnut Grove" 
- . 

thence along state ~~way No. l2 to Lodi" and thence along U. S. 

~way No. 99. Its witness expJ ,"ned that h:1s eOillPallY operates 

carmer1es at Locke as ... ell as at Sacramento" aDd that ita cont:ract 

carrier has been accuato:>.ed to p1eld.ng up a part1.al load a.t Sacramento" 

eomplet1ng the J.oad at Locke thEm proceeding to Los .AngeJ.es." UDder 

present prov1s1ons.~ the- po1nt-to-po1nt rates eouid not be appl1ed and 

the purpose ot the petition 1$ to perm1t a spl1t p1clr:t1p at Locke lDlder 
-

the po1nt-to-po1nt rates. The w1 tness conceded that this 1~ not a, 

normal. opera t1ng route aDd would onlY be used 1n the event the carner 

W'a$ to pick up additional. freight along 1 t. 

It seems ev1dent tllat the 2.'Ilthoriza.tiono! routes over wh1ch 

po:1nt-to-p01nt rates will apply' should be l1m1 ted to normal or reason­

able operat1ng routes. In view or the Witnesses' admission that the 
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route here proposed :1s not a normal one 1 t :ls clearlY not 3ustU1ed. 

Whether or not a lower rate tram Locke may be justified by competitive 

conditions is not here 1n issue. 

let;J.;t1ons or Lel§Dd g. Doss and Gordon it. ~'8 
~ - - .. 

LelaDd 11. Doss" an 1xld1vidual do1Jlg bus1ness as ~turu-
- . 

Fort Bidwell Stage Line and SUrpr1.se Valley Stage L1ne" and Gol'don L. 

D08S" an 1nd1v1dual" do1Dg buSiness as Cedarvllle-~ev1lle Stage. 

L1ne~ are now exempted from the requirements 0'£ Decl$ion No. -31606" 
- . 
supra" as amended" 1.u CcmJlect10n with shipments weigh1ng 100 potmds 

or less. By appropriate petit1ona, howevezo" they sought exemption &8 

to sh.1pments ot greater 'Weight also. Petitioners' 1l'1tness pointed 

out that exemption of' sh1pments of all we1ghts trom the m1n1mom rates 

in eUect prior to August 7, 1939, had previously been granted these 

carriers (Decision No. 31621 of Januar.y 3, 1939" in Case No. 4145)" 
-

based upon a !how:1:ng that petit1oners' services are not competitive 

with other carriers, that they operate 1n a farming. territory 1n which 

most shippers have their own trucks" and that the higher rates estab­

lished would cause petitioners t shippers to pertorm their own trans­

portation. This witness test1tied, further" that these. co:c.d1t1ons 

continue to ex13t and that although the m1n1Wlm. rates llOW' 1n ettect 

are lower than. those 1n effect at the time the· or1g1nal «emption was 

appears justified. and these petitions nll. be gr.a.nted. 

fSk~~*9n.Or Armst£2ns Cork Coppany 
A.r:rizstrone; Cork Company sotlght the establ1shment or a le$s 

tr\lckload special cocmod1t:y rate or 56 cents ~r l.OO po=4s "dthout 

m11l:trcum weight llmitat1on, for transportation ot.l1nol-aa from San. 

Francisco to Los .A.ngeles and of asphalt c:o:opos1 t10n t~Le trom Los 
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6 
Angeles to San Francisco. Accoreing to the reeord~ this company 

manutactrlres linoleum at Lancaster" PelmSylvania, sb.1ps it to San 

Francisco by intercoastal vessel carriers, warehouses it at San 

Francisco and distributes to other Cal.1torn1a points trom that ware­

house. A substantial portion of tb.1s llnoleum. is marketed in the 

Los Angeles area. ~bis company also manufactures asphalt co~posit1on 

tile at Los Angeles and sells a considerable amount ot it ill and 

around San Frand.sco. 

In the sale or its products, J:mstrong Cork Cocp~ competes 

'With the Parat:f"1ne Company located 1n Emeryv1lle. Xb1s manu!aet1n'er 

produces" 1n addition to 11nolo'Cm and tlle~ various kinds ot r l
:

1ot1Jlg 

and bu1ld.1ng materials. A carload rail rate of 28 cents :per 100 

pounds~ minimum weight 30,000 pounds, is in eftect tor transportation 

or various types or floor coverings, including l~oletm1~ from San 

Francisco to Los Angeles and, under miXed carload rules, rooting may 

be included 1n miXed shiPments at this rate. b Emeryv1lle m.anu­

i"&.et'a:rer assertedl7 sbips iUs products to Los Angeles in carload 

quantities and receives the benefit or the 28 cents per 100 ponDds 

enrload rate. Armstrong Cork Company, on the other hand, hav'...:fig only 

linoleum for sh1pment~ is not able to aceumalate sufficient tonnage 

to ship in carload quantities and must" tznder the present order, pay 

the n~ quantity" rate or 90 cents per 100 potmds or the m1n1mom 

4,,000 potmd rate of 65t cents I:e r 100 po'Cllds. In order to be on a 

co~petit1ve equality A-~trong Cork Comp~ absorbs this difference 

in transportation ebal'ges. 

6 -
n.t.e less truckload class rates in ef'teet for this transportation 

are as tollow-51 

Como§.1ty 

L1nole1lm 
~ile 

(Rates 1n cents per 100 pounds) 
Any Qv.antity 4,000 Lbse 10,000 Los. 

90 6~ r:3 :.I:' :.I . ..l.. 70 51 41~ 

-l3-
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Exhibits introduced :1n support of this :petit1on shoW' that .. 

under tbe present basis, it costs Armstrong Cork Com~ a:pproximately 

10.4 ~e:o.ts :per square yard more than it costs Paratf1ne Company to move 

its linole'Cm into the Los Angeles market, as compared With a d1tter­

enee in cost of 6.8 cents per square yard under the basis in etrect 

prior to August 7, 1939. They aJ.sc show that the d1:r1'erence between 

the cost of the Pa.ra.tt1ne manuractul'er in sh1:pping t1le :into the Los 

Angeles market and the cost to Armstrong Cork Company of shipping 

tile !rom Los Angeles to San Francisco wa.s previously 6.6 cents per 
7 

square yard but now amounts to 6.8 cents per square yard. ~ present 

differentials assertedl1 represent 7 per cent of the Armstrong Cork 

Cclmpa%lY1 s profit on l1noletml and 6.6.:per cent or its prof'it on the 

tile. 

Wbile he asserted that, 1n his Op1n1011, the carload rail 

rates available to Paraffine Company were unreasonably low and the 

commod1 ty descriptions :1n coIlneetion t.b.erewi th unduly broad, the 

witness tor Armstrong Cork Company explained that he was not seeking 

an increase in those rates or a change 1n the mixed carloa~ provi­

::ions. His purpose Was to obtain s. rate for bis own company which 

weuld enable it to continue to eocpete. UDle~s the rate is author1zed~ 

he sa1d, Armstrong Cork Company would be foreclosed trom shipping 

l1noleum 1nto Los Angeles and tile into San Francisco and would g:I.ve 

consideration to opera.ting one or two trucks ot its own. 

Xhe ra.tes established ill Decision No. 3l606 .. supra, as 

amended, were round to be the lowest rates which would give the 

carriel's a fair chance to earn the cost of pertorming the service. 

7 
The OJ.1''rerent1al.s mentioned are based on the assumption that 

Paratt1ne Company ships in carload quantities and Armstrong Cork 
Company sbips 1n quantities or less than 4,000 pounds. The record 
indicates that this conforms to present practices. 



Xh1s being trae, reductions below tbat bas1s should not be made 

wi. thout a eonv1ncine shoY11ng tb.at the traffic could not otherwise 

::nove and that carr1ers could bazldJ e it w1 thout burden1ng other 

tratf'ic. In the 1nstant case" however" the rate dUtere.ntial be­

~een Ar.mstrong Cork Comp~ and 1tz competitor represents only a 

sma' J proportion ot tlle profit realized 1n the sale ot the commod1-

ties involved and, hence, it cannot be said that the tratt1c w1ll 

not move it this ditt'erential ~ not reduced. BOaring in mind, 

moreover, that o'u.t-ot-poeket costs constitute a large ;part at tb.e 

tull eost of truck operat1on, it cannot be said, on this record at 

least" that carriers could transport· at the rate suggested Without 

burdening other tl"att1e. 

As previOUSlY pointed o~t~ petitioner's witness complained 

that the rates available to its competitors were unreasonably low, 

but did not 3Up:port the contention with probative evidence nor did 

he seek a change 1n those rate~. It seems eVident tbat &n1 competi­

tive disadvantage which may exist due to the presence ot unreasonably 

low rates should be el'minated by adjusting those rates~ ratner than 

by reducing rates found by the Commission to be necessar,y to produce 

compensatory operat1ons. The petition w1ll be den1ed. 

let.t~on or ~h2rn fAe~r1e Company Relative to Newspaper; 

Southern Pac1!ic Company sought a determination of whetaer 
~ .. 

or not the term "ne11Spapers ~ n as used 1n the exem:pt1on 1 tam o'E 

H1taway Carriers' Tar1:tt Yo. 2, included newspaper supplements. .A.!teJ:' 

introducing some eVidence relative thereto" howeverl petitioners for­

ma1lJ asked that this petition be dismissed and, therefore, tae peti­

tion will be dismissed by the order here1n. 

Adjourned publ1c heartllgs hav.1.tlg been held 1n ~e above 

ent1tled proceed1ngs~ and based upon all or tne evidence heretofore 

-1,-



rece1 ved and upon the conclusions and findings contained 1n the 

preceding opinion: 

n IS HEREBY OBDERED tb.at the pet1t1o.ns or carriers listed 
. .~ ~ 

1nAppend1x aBP attached llereto and. by this reference made a part 

hereof' be and theY' are and each ot them is herebY' denied. 

IT IS HEREBY FTJRIHER ORDERED that the petitions ot Inter-
p • ~ ." 

cit)" !rransport Lines" Inc.; A.. L. Eedden" L. 3. Sed.den, x • .Ii. ~dden 
.. .. . 

and Y. Redden" copartners do1.l:lg 'business as !!:he Ace Del.lvery Service; 

Libby" KeNail. and L.1bby; and Armstrong Cork ComPaDY" referred to 1n - , 

tile preceding op1n1on, be and they are and each or them. is hereby 

den1od. 

IT IS EEREBY FURXBER OP.DERED that Ordering Paragraph No. II 

or said De~1s:i.on No. 31606" as .amended" be and it is hereby turther 

amended to read as follows: 

U ll. The. t all common carriers ~ radial h1gll1l'q common 
carr1ers and highwaY' contract carriers be and 
they are he:-eby ordered and directed to abstain 
from appl:rin.& the term'nal ra"ces named in the 
tar1f't des1;n,ated as AppendiX ':i)1 hereto~ in 
connection with sh1~=ents transported tor per­
sons" companios or corporations upon wnoso 
prem1ses the depot trom or to whicil. the trans­
portation is performed is located." 

IX IS EEBEBY:FOPa3ER OBDEEED that P1nd1ng No. 14(c) or 
t • • _ 

Dec.1sion No. 31606, as amended., 1n th1s proceeding, be and it 18 

amended. by remoVU1g) in connection with Leland H. Doss ~ doing bus1-
" . 

ness as Alturas-Ft. Bidwell Sta,ee Line and Surprise Valley Stage 

Line, and Gordon' L. Doss" doing b~1ness as Cedarv:Ule-Eaglev1l1o 
- .' 
Stage L1ne, the limitation taat it applies only to transportation or 
shipments weighing 100 pounds or less. 

IT IS EEREBY FiJRZHER ORDERED that the petition ot Southern 
. . . . , 

Pac1!ic Compa.tlY' relat1:o.g to the interpretation or the term Ilnewspaperstt 

be and. it :13 he:reby dis.m1ssed. 
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IT IS 'B'E'REBI' FU:a:r:BER ORDERED that Highway Carriers I Xal"ttf' 
. .. - ""-

No. 2 (J.ppend1X "D" 0: said Dec1sion No. 31606), as amended" be and 

it is tUrther amended by Sub~t1tut:tng tor the ~orrespoDd1ng pages 

nOW' containod therein the revised pages attached hereto and bY' tl'l.U 

reference made a part hereof', whieh pages, are numbered as tollows: 

Second Revued Page 2 Cancels :First Revised Page 2 
Second Revised Page 3 Cancels First Bavised Page 3 
Second ReVised Page II Cancels First ReVised Page II 
SecOlld Revised Page 12 Cancels First Revised Page 12 
Xhird. Revised Page 14 Cancels Second Revised Page 14 
Xhird Bev1sed Page 1, Cancels Second Revised Page 1, 
First ReVised Page 18 Cancels Or1g1nal Page 18 

In all other respects said Decision No. 31606, as amellded 
. . 

shall remain 1n full torce and etfect. 

The effect1ve date or this order shall be twenty-five (25) 

days atter the date hereof. 

Dated at San Francisco, Cal1t'orn1a, tA1s 3,.J.... day of 

~~ 



Appearances entered in this proceeding sinoe the 

issuanoe ot Decision No. 31996 ot May 12, 1939. 

Bishop, L.. R. tor;roe Sa1a. 
C1o'Qgh, L. M. tor L. 1£. Clough Co. 
Denn1s., W .. w. tor Rock, Send end Gravel Association. ot Northel'll 

Cal1tornia. 
DaVis, A. C. !or Pae1t1c Coast Aggregates, Inc. 
Durkee, Frank B. tor Department or Public Works, State ot CaJ.11'orn1a. 
F1nk, Grove ;r. 'tor Hearst Publicat10ns, Inc. 
Guthrie, Will1am tor J'ohn Gregg and tor Herz ! Company .. 
K1ll1on, Earl D. tor C .. W. E:ostetter. 
Lederer, Charles tor Leland R. 1)o:lS snd Gordon L. Doss .. 
MoCarthy, R. P. tor Wallaoe R •. Riske Grain COIDpeD.y', Globe Grain and 

J41111ng Co:r:rpany, Hart-Hill Gram Compa.:DJ", Calirorn1a 
HaY', Grain and Feed Dealers Association. 

:Miller, Albert H. tor Azusa Rook end Smd Company end H. E. :Sender. 
Mtlnson, C. G. tor Los Angeles Werehousemena' Association. 
O'Re.:rl-a, ;rack B. tor Paeitio T.ruck SerVice Inc. 
Patton, A. E. tor Rio Grande 011, Ino. 
Rapp, E. 1>. tor F .. W. Woolworth Company. 
Rogers, .AJ.t:red E. tor Paoit1c Rook end Gravel Co. and Rerrison, 

Nichols Company Ltd.. 
Seldle, E .. G. tor .Armstrong Cork Compeny. 
ShackletoN, It. F. tor Los Angeles Wholesale Institute and Ell1s­

Klatscher Comp~. 
TOwne, Percy E. 'tor Chl'on1cle Pu.b11shing Co .. 
We:re and Berol 'by Walle.ce Ware tor Signal 'rrueld.llg Servioe, Ltd. @.d 

Truck Owners Assooiation or Calitornia. 



APP'.ElmIX "B" 

Common Carriers Owner or Premises Location 

Cal.11:ornia Western Ra.il- Union Lumber Compeny Fort Bragg 
roAd & Navigation 
COlllp8111 

Coast Line Stages, Inc. Rockport Lumber Co. Rookport 
Caspar Lumber 00. Caspar 
H. ;r. Steurer Kendoo1llo 
A. P. Brown Albion 
Mark's Grooery Store Little River 
conway's Store Elk 
P01nt .Arena Hotel POint .1rene. 
George Ciapusc1 Gualala 
Sherwood & Sherwood Manchester 
James McNamee Stewarts Po1llt 
W. H. Clow Philo 
Albert Ferrel Boonville 
Associated Service 

Station Cloverdale 
Fisher's Garage Se.nta Rose. 
Q,u1n L. Jones Petaluma 

George Harm Truck Lines West Side Service Avenal 
Cheney Bros. Coalinga 
Hantord News Hant'ord 
Nunes' Grocery Lemoore 
Brown·Ee.rdwere Riverdale 
A.. Clevenger Caruthers 

H1shway Transport, Inc. E'y~o Ce:r'bon Company SUDllyvale 
Gibson Tire Repair 

Shop San Mateo 

Jotnson Truck Lines Olive PToducts Oompany Oroville 
Chico Soda Works Chico 

Pacific Motor Trucking Not speo1.tied Not speo1tied 
Company 

Southern Pac1tic Company Pacific Steel and Pacsteel 
Wire Compeny 

Parattin Com:p8Il.1 Paraffin 

united Motor !rensport Westwood Lumber Westwood 
L1:o.es, Inc. Compeny 

A. W. Kenison Auburn 

Valley ~res~ 00. oranse Cove Hardware ore.nse COTe 
Woodhouse's Sporting 

Goods-Store D1nuba 
~ames Grain Warehouse Madera 
Valley Ge.rage Firebaugh 
Gerard. ~ Serv:1oe 

Station Chowchilla. 
MeJ.m d; Angle Dos Palos 
c. S. Pieroe L~er 

Yard Mendota 
West Side Service Avenal 

-1-



COmmon Carriers 

Valley Express Co. 
(Concluded) 

Valley Motor L1nes,Inc. 

Contract Qarr1grs 

l3lankensb1p Motors, Inc. 

Colletti Transportation 
System, Inc. 

Lopez, JoaqUin 

Pettit, L. M. 

Sa1a, Joe 

Segar, A.R.,do1ng busi­
ness as Segar Truck­
ing Company 

Teskey, F. 

Signal Trucld.ng Service, 
Ltd. 

Cheney Bros. 
Ranf'ord News 
Nunes r Grocery 
Brown Hardware 
A. Clevenger 

Orange Cc,ve Hardware 
Woodhouse I s Sport1:ag 

Goods Store 
Ja:mes Grain Warehouse 
Gerard's Service 

Station 
James Grain Warehouse 
E. G. Swanson 

Owner or Premises 

Montgomery Ward & Co. 

Sears Roebuck (( 
CompatlY' 

Pioneer Division, The 
Flintkote Co. 

Pioneer D1v1s1-on, The 
Fl1ntkote Co. 

l!u.tuaJ. PJ:'od.uce Co. 

Redwood Manaracturers 
Company' 

Pioneer Division, The 
Fl.1ntkote Co. 

The Proctor and Gamble 
Distributing Company 

The Grea.t AUant1c and. 
Pacific Tea Company 

Owens-Illino1s Pac1tic 
Coast Company 

Sears, Roebuck & Com­
PallY' 

Overland Termjnal 
Warehouse Company 

-2-

Location 

CoaJ.1nga. 
Hantord 
Lemoore 
!tiverdal.e 
Caruthers 

Orange Cove 

Dinuba. 
Kadera 
Cbowch'JJa 

Merced 
Turlock 

Locat1os, 

Oakle.nc1 

San FranciSCO 

Vernon 

Vernon 

Sacramento 

Pittsburg 

Vernon 

Long Beach 

Vernon 

Vernon 

Los .iA:ngeles 

Los .Angeles 



Secocd RoT1eod ~ ••••• Z 
c"ncels 

F1rst Rev1~ed ~ •••••• 2 HIGHWAI' C.ARRImSt TARIFF NO.2 

A:TtIngome:o.t or :reJl"irt' • • • • • • . .. ... • • • • •••• 

• • • • • • • • • • • 
Rates: 

Class Rates ...................... . 
Commodity Rates 

Bevo:ragos and Ton1es ••• • • • • • • • • • • • 
Calmed Goods and Ot~r .Articles ••••••••• 
Dried Fruits .................. . 
Earth, Infusorial • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
I.umber and Forest Products •• • • • • • • • • • 
Oil, Water or Cas WeU Outtite a:nd S1Xppliee. • • • 
SOap, I.al'd and Rolatod Art1 ele 8 • • • • • • • • • 
~ ...... . . . . . .. . ...... . 

Ro1lt1ng •••••••••••••••••••••••••• c 

Rules and RegtIlat ions 
Accessorial Cherges ••••••••••••••••• 
Acce~sorial Services Not Dlcluded 1:1. ComIno:c. Ce.rr1er 

~es • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Alternative Application or Combinations with Common 

Carrier Rates •••••••••••••••••• 
Altel"M.t1ve .:.;,plication or Comn.Oll Carr1er Rates ••• 
Alterno.t1 ve .A;pplicat1on ot Split Dolivorr 1lXIder Rates 

Constructed by use or Camb1no.t1ons ?11th COllXmOll 
Carrier Rates • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Altern.e.t1 ve A;l:r>11eat1on or Split Pick-Up ~er Rates 
Constructed by use ot Com:b1.:l.a.t1ons with Como.Il 

. I 
Carrier Rates • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • 

Application of Combine:tio:sot' Po1nt-to-Pout Ratos 
with Distcnce Rates • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • 

Application c! Carload Rates • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
App11cation or 1035 carload Rates •••••••••• 
Application or Rates - Deductions •• • • • • • • • • 
Application ot Tar1.~ - Carriers • • • • • • • • • • • 
Application or Tar1tt - Commodities •• • • • • • •• 

(Continued) 

* Cbmlge. 

Item Number 
(Series) Except 

as shown 

600 
610-620-630 

640 
650 

56()....68()-O90 
700-7lO-7f.O 

730 
740-'750 

900 

140 

240 

210 
200 

230 

220 

190 
230 
120 
llO 
20 

40-*41 

1!:FFECTIv.E October 28., 1939. 

Coneet ion No. 37 

Issued 'by The RB.1lroc.d CQ:Im11ssion ot the State ot CalU'orn.1a., 
Se.n F:ranc1sco, California. 
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Socond ReVised Pago ••••• 3 
Cancels 

F1~it Rov1~ed Page •••••• 3 

'l'AEIE OF CO!:'l'ENl'S (Concl"Cded) 

Rules end Regulations (Concluded) 

A~11eation ot Ta.~t!-Xerr1tor1nl •••••••••• 
Application ot Weste=n Class1tieatlon ~ Except10n 

Sllect • • • • • • • • • • •••••••••••• 
Collection ot Cherges • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Collect on Dell VfJ'r,J Shipments ••••••• • • • • • 
ComplItc:t1on or D1st~~s ••••••••••••••• 
Exceptions to Westem Cle.s:d.t1cnt10ll and ~cept1on 

Sheet • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Gross We1glxt • • • • • • • • • • • • • •••• 
Intermediate App11c:e.t1o::. (See Routing) 

• • 
• • 

• • 
• • 

ll1n1nmm, C=go • • ... • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Mixed Sb1p~ts ••••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Pick-Up and Delivexy Zones •••••••••••••• 
Rate Arb1tre...."'Y tor Shi:pments Transported. Fran or 

To los .Angeles Zones or San Fl"enciseo or 
Oe.kJ.end Pick-up ~ Delivery Zonos ••••••• 

Rates Based on Very1ng Minimum ~ei~s ••• '. • • • • 
Sbipl!lent s to be Rated Se~teJ.y • • • • • • • • • • • 
S;llt Dol1verr •••••••••••••••••••• 
$Plit P1c~:p ••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Technical Terms, Detinition ot • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Te~tor!al Descr1ptiono • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Item Nl1m.bo:­
(Ser1es) :Except 

8.G shown 

30 

50 
2S0 
180 
100 

280 to 400, 
1nel. 

70 

150 
90 

260 

24l 
80 
60 

170 
160 

lO-*11 
2'10 

\ :, 

'i COl'l"Oct1on No. 38. 

Issued by The Ra1lroad Com1ssion ot too State or C"Al1tol"llia
t 

I 
San :Francisco. Cal1tonio.. I 

i 



Second Rev.1eed Pago· ••••• ll 
Cancela 

Fi:st Revi8ed Page ••••••• ll 

Item 
Uo. 

: lo-B 
Cancela 
"lo-A 

*** 
@ 

S::ICN NO. 1 - S!JLES ~'D ~~ONS OF (Q"liaAL 
JJ>?LI.C.An Ql 

(;1 D:an'lTICN OF TD:E:NIC:J. T~ 
(It~ Nos. 10 llXld II Series) 

(a.) CA.~1Um means a. radial high~ ecmmcn carrier or 8. h:i.~ con-: 
tract carrier, as defined in Highway Carriers' Act (Chapter 223: 
Statutes ot 1935, &IS omend.«1). 

(b) CAa.Ua 's ~~'T moens ezr:; motor truck· or other sel.£-pro­
peJ.loci Aighwey volti.cle, trailer, et'l:l1~ra:Uer, or all':! com.'bina:tj.on ot: 

zuch ~ vohicloa, oporated by tho carrier. 

(c) CQ.t.:ON CA..~ R.P;rE meano ezr:J intru'tc:to rate or rateo ot c:y 
common carrier, or common carr:1.en, o.s def'ineci :in tho PUblic ~tie8 
Mt, 1aw!ully on tile with tho Commiseion nne. in etteet at 'tohe of 
ohipmont. 

(cl) ES'l'ABLI~ :O~OT:ean:s e. !'reight tennin& o'iro1led or loa.sod and 
maixIte.:1ned by a carrier for the receipt and delivory of' shipmezrta.* * * 

(e) EXCZP:nON SEEET means Paci.~c ~igb:t 'l:arifi' Bureau Except1on" 
Sb.~ No. l-P, C.R..c. No. 597 (L. F. Potter Sones) of' J. P. Haynes, 
Aglmt, and eupplemozrt s thereto or rwauee thereof' when such supple­
ments or :oe:Lasuo:. have been approved by 'tho Camniseion. 

(t) ?OIh'T OF DESrINJaICN meens the preciee location at which proper­
ty :i.e tenderod tor physice.l doli very into tho cuetod;y' or the con~ee or 
h:i.o agont. 

(g) rODo'! OF caIG-IN moans tho proeiae location at which property 
in physically delivored by the co~igc.or or hie agent into the custody 
of' ~he earrie~ for transportation. 

(h) F.AI:tXUD m.eans e. poin~ ::.t 'Which tacilitieo ue mtlintained. for 
tho loacling ot property into or upon, or the 1ml.oad1ng o! property 
from, rDil cars or vessels. It ol.so includes truck loading fae1l1tiea 
0:1: plante or indwrtries loe:x:t&d a.t 8ach rD.il or vessel load.ing or un­
loading point. 

(i) R.ttE includez charge end, ~so, the %'tt'...1ngs, m1nimmn .~, 
rules and regula:t.1one governing, and tho acce8sorial charges applying 
:in connoction therewith. 

(j) SAUE '1lU..~SP~ .. ~ON moans transportation ot the samo kind .and 
qU&'%tity of property QIlC subj oct to the eame limitationa, cond:Ltiona 
tlXl.d privileges, although not neeesaa::."ily in an idem.:1.cal type or 
equipment. 

Reteronce to Note 1 e1 ;m;na.tod, Dec1.sion ~o. 
For Def'ini'tions of "Shipmont" o.nd "Split Pickup Ship:n.ont", paragraphs (k) 

and (1) tormerly shown in thie Ite::t, se, Second Revised ~~"e_l .. 2 ... ,~ __ _ 
l!:FFECTIVE October 2§. 1939 

:Corr~ion No. 32 
Issued. by The Ra.:Uroad. COcmies1on o! the State ot Cal.i.fornie., 

Sgn Frane1sco, C~ifornia, 

-ll-



Second Rov1se~ iUge ••••• 12 
Cmeela . 

Fint Rerl.sed Page •••••• 12 

Ins! 
: No. t -I 

smrION NO. 1 - ruJ'LES AND ~"'IONS or GENmAL 
.ftPl'LICATION (Continued; 

CD :OlnNlTION OF 'l':SX:~"IC;J:; 'X~S (ConcludecJ.) 
(XtSlJ NolS. lO ond II Sories) 

(k) SHJ:Pi.C:;.\'T means s. quantity or tre~ tendored. b~ one ehipper 
on one ~pping document tl.t one point 0: origin a.t one tJ.me tor one 
consignoe t\.t one poi:at or deetina.t:ion. (~also paragraph9 (l) anc:l 
(m).) 

(l) SPL!r ?ICK"JP SSIP'...:I!-.T m&ane a. ~h:tpm.ont C01l8:Lat!ng of' DovOral 
componettt parts, received during one daf and tranaportod under one 
shipping document from (a) =e consignor at more than one point of' 
origin, or (b) more than one consignor' at one or more pam e ot origin, 
the compoe:ito :sl::dpment we1gb.ing (or -:raneportation ehe.rge~ co::puted 
upon tl. weight ot) not 10S8 thc.n 4,000 pouncl.s, said ehipme%rt 'being 
collldgned and doli ~red to one coneignoo at one point of destination 
and chL\rgee thereon being ~d 'by the eol1Signoe when thero is more thrm 
one consignor. 

(m) SPIJT DELIVERY ~...z..~ moons a abipmon"t consisting of' aeveraJ. 
co:nponont ~: delivered to (a) one conaignoe at :::loro than one point 
of deet1na.tion, or (b) more than one consignee at one or :noro pointo 

;11 
Mdod 

of deztinntion, 'the compolSite a.hi~mont "I\'eigbing (or tran8portat10n 
eho.rgo~ computed. upon a weight of) not loes than 4,000 poande, said. 
Ghipm~ 'be1:l.g ~pped. by one conaignor a.t one point ot origin:- end 
chargee thereon being paid 'by the consignor when thore is more than 

, 

~ . 
I 

one cOrulignee. 

(n) 'XAIU;KrE LOODING mesne loa.di.ng o! the sbipment into or upon 
carrier's oquipmant fron:. a. point not more th:ln 2S feat. d1stant from 
said. equipnent. 

(0) 'XAIU'ioAl'E UNLOADING moan~ ucloading of the shipment from ca.r­
nor's equi;pment tmd. placing it e:: So point not :lore than 2S feet dis­
tent from said equipment. 

(P) TEAM TR.4CtC:loans eo point at which :oro!)erty may 'be loaded 
1l1to, or upon, or tmload,ecl fro::. rail cars 'by the public generally. 
It uso inel udee wharves) dock::: and land.inge at which tho public gen­
erelly '1fJlJ:1' receive and tender ohipcents of property from. and to ccmmon 
carriers by vessel. 

J+ (q) ";ES!ZR..": CLA.SSIFIC.~ICN meo.n:J i1estern Classification No. 68, 
C.R.C.-i1.C. No.1 ot R.. C. i"yfe, Ageut, and supplements tbo.reto or re­
iS8uee thereo!' wben such supplcme:::te or re1s5u~ have 'bee.u approved 
'by the Comm:illSion.. 

Noto 1.- ............ 

* * * Note 1 elimina.tod, Decision No. 
I. Roduction and Increaso, DeciBion No. 32l65-

~. :For dot1nitiono prior to tho etfective date of this Itc, seo First 
Revis~,d Page s 11 and 12. 

AFFECTIVE October 2§, 1932 

Correction No. 40 
I~sue~ "oy Tho Railroo.C. Commission ot the Sta.te of Californie., 

San Francisco, Colifornia 
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lItem 
I No. 
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Conc:ele; 

4D-:a 
, 

i 
i 

SECTIW NO. 1- Ru~S .AND ?E:iU"~IONS OF GENFaAL 
~1I!IOO (Com.inuecl.) 

<6> .AP.P.LXC~ICN O~' TliEIF'F - CCUMOmIES 
(Items Nos. 40 and 41 Sorios) 

Rc.toe :Ln t:1.is tad!!' apply !o:, tho transporta.tion of all eommoditioGj 
oxcept tho followingz 

Accoa8orioo, motion p1eturo, ~arizlot 
Automo1>Uea, Got up, JtWi;, 11tUid (Subject to Note 2), 
Beggage, Nwapapere, 
B1.ltter, d.cI:h"'Y? Nute, ec11"ole, in the shell, 
Buttermilk, l1qtd.d,(Su'bjeet to Note 2), petro1om: or Petroleum Pro<lucte, in-
CD.X"riere (uae<l packages), empty ::0- c1~ Campo1lZ1dod Olls or Greases 

turn:.i.ng or f01"'lmrdod i'or return having a Petroleaza. baae, as de-
lOw (Subj oct to liJOte 1), scribod und.er that hoading in the 

Cement, portlond (bc.lld..1n;" ";lestern ClAatS1f1eat1on (Subj ect 
Cement Cl..i.akor, to Note 6), 
Qlooee (:1.ncludinS cottage chOO:lO P1t~ fruit, 

and pot eheeee), Poultry, live or clreaeed, 
Commod.itiea trllJ15PQrtod in bulk in Rico, vi:.z Clean R:iea, Pad.e.y Rice, 
tw truck", taz2k trdlor3, tank ancL BZ"owero" Rice, 
eemi-tra1lerc or a cc:cbin::rtion of Sand, R~, Gravel, Road. BnDd1ng 

Ccf~ch hi~ vehicles, :.tateriel., Excave.ted l£s:ter1al, 
on, Building ll.eteritlls, Aepha1tic 

Croam (Subj eet to Note 2), Concreto, Decoz:roo6Od Grani't8 end 
Directorl.es, telephone, stabilizing iaterial when t _ 
~8(other than shelled, desiccated. :ported :1:l ~ truck;, rans 

or 1'ro:on), Scroo:inga, rico, 
Fex"'tll:i.zore, (1,15 d.eccrl."bed. in l'tez:lS Seed, cotton, 

NOG. 535, 540 and 550 series o! Seeds, field, 
the Exception Sheet, straw (Subj ect to Ncrto 3h 

Film, motion picture, SUl.phur, 
Fodder, beau, cane, earn or pee. Used Proporty, uncrs.ted, viz.: houcew 

(SuDject to Note 3), hold goods, persoMl e£fect., fttrn.1-
Fru:1.t, dried, 17lmo:on:!'t:tctu:-oe Md tU1- ttzre, mueic=l. instraz:lonts, ra.d:i.on, ! 

FOces8od, A(Su'bj eet to Noto 7), and. ofrico Olld store tmur03 tmd f 
Fruit, trosh. (SUbject to Note 4), eq,uipment, 8. s describoO. in end. tor 
Fw.lg1cides, agrieulturoJ., which rato8 arc provid.ed. in Doci- : 
Gre.1n, Grw Products and RelAted sion No. 2989l of JUne 28, 1937, , 
!.rlicles (Subject to Note 5), as etn«lded, in Ce.se No. 4086, 
~ (SUbjOC"t to Not.e 3), Vegetables, fresh, 
Hopa, Vegeta.bles, dried, viZ.l 

Ice Cree Mix, tm.:na.vor~ BeaDJ! 
Inaoetieides, agrict:lturel, LEm . a, 
Loaves, dried caetus (Subj oct to Oaiona, 

Noto 3), Poaa, 
Livestock, Pepper ?od.a, 
Logo <wooO.), 'Voti:ce Booth:, Bel10t Boxes., :Election 

~ezrt8 IJ.nd nect10n SUpPlitf!n~hOn . 
tranoportod. from or to po 
pla.ces. 

'~' __ -:" ____________ ,.J,(.;::Co;::::.:n1;~in~uz!~)~ _____________ _ 
i 
\ 

For exple"lE':t1on of Noto~ referred. to horein See Item No. 41. serioe. 
Qumge, N&ithor InC"e~e Nor Reduction. 

!-------------------------------------
! _____________ ~~--~~~~~--~~»~€~~~~~~-~~~9~~r~28~!~1~93~9~~--~---
i Ioeuoci by 'rho Railroo.d Commisoion of the sta.to o! CaP-!ornia., l Correction No. 41 San Frs.r.cisco. Celiforn1a. 

-14-



Third ReviDcd Pagc ••••• 15 
Cancola 

Second Roviecd Page •••• 15 
; 
(:rt(ml. 
\ 
\ No. 

: 41 
~Atidod 

I • 

I 
I 
I 
I 

". 

smrION NO. 1 - RULES A.'m RmV~IONS OF G~ 
.AP?I..ICAl'ION ( Continued) 

~ mUC"l'ION OF TARIFF - C~ODttIES (Conclud.ed) 
(Iteme Noo. 40 ond 4l Serios) 

o\Ztbor9~!n£~~egfo#u~rcdf~~~~tig m~oF~r~~~ im an 
tc.ri1'f', or which C%"e being .:f.'orllard,od for :l. rettu"n payillg load of trd'fic 
tor wh:ich rat(us sro not provided in 'this tar.i:£f' (tJUbject to Rule No. 130 
of' the Exception Sheet). Ra:te:s in this to.ri£.:f.' w:i.ll a.pply on empty return­
ing pe:u- cont~er3 £or which rates are provided in Decision No. 29618 
of'March 22, 1937, aD smandod in CQ::e No. 4088, Ptu'"t "D", to tho extent 
that rates l.n thin tar1:t:f' are lower than thoee providod. lJ1 said docision. 

NC7rE 2.-ExEmpt1on applies ollly whee. commoditios nagged subject to 
thi~ note l'.l,fO ~~Pee. in ::ilk shipping eanB, i:l. bottles in cases or crates, 
or lJ1 DW.k :7.n a. 

Nat'E 3.-RAtos in this tariff apply on ca=od.iti()S :C.aggod subject to 
this noto to tho extent they are lower than ratos providocl in Dod.aion 
No. 30848 of Mtq 9, 1938, as e.:llOndod., :1.n Case No. 4293. 

NOl'E 4.-Rates in thiu tariff' vr...ll apply on fresh ;?Mr:S, to tho ex­
tont they sre lower then n.to~ provided in DeciG.ion No. 29618 of lo!arch 
22, 1931, aD amonded, in Caso l~o. 4088, Part ~. 

NOl'E ,.-Exemption ~lieG on grain, gra.:l.':l. producto end. related er..i­
clOG, e.5 decserioed. in Decision No. 30640 of February 14, 1938, ~ amended, 
in Ca8e No. 403$, Part "~. Rates in this tarif't will apply on said com­
modi~ieo to tho extent they are lOVJer than rate$ provided in Bdd deeie1on, 
M emended. 

NatE 6.-Exec:ptioa. applies ollly c.s to Shipments of the named ccmmocl1tieai 
wo1gb.ing moro than 20,000 pounds. The ch::Jrges assessed. for shipmOl%ts ot : 
DUell commodities weighing more than 20,000 potmdo aluIll not be leas than 
tho charge. provided.. in th1:: tariff' oithor epeei1'ieclly or by UDe o~ Items 
Nos. 200 to 240 series, inclusive, £0':' ohipmonta of' t.he St.'aIlO <::OIDIZlodity 
(or the same cCllllinodities in the same proportion) weighing 20,000 pounds. 

~ NorE 7 .-Exemption ~plios only as to dried f'ruit in ite natural eto.to 
and wbich hu not been eleanoci, washed, sta:cmod. , or othO%'\1iao propet.rod 
or portially pre;pared for !l1l!:l8.n co:w:l1.mpt1on. 

Roduct1on, Dod.asion No. 
For not e:: in ef.:f.'ect prior to the otfective da:te hereo:t:~ eoo Second Revised. 

Page 15. 
Formorly' Note 8 ot Item. No. 40 series. 

m'ECTIVE Mober 2§' 1939 

I Correction No. 42 
Iseuod by Tho Ra1lroad Commission of th4 st.a.te 0'£ California., 

s~ Francisco, california. 
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SECTION NO.1 - ROIES .AND RDJOI.A!rIO~ OF GENERAL 
JiiWUCI{! ION (continued' 

COMl?t7.M1'ION OF DISTA..'Q'S 

(a) Distances to be used in connection With distance rates xume4 
herein shall. 'be t.be shortest resulting mileage via o:xy public h1~­
route, computed in accordance with the method. provided in Decision NO. 
3l60S1ot Deceml>e:l:' 27, 19Z5, in Case No. 4088, Part "W', Case No. 414.5 
a:c.d case No. 42<itG, subject to the tollOlldll8 exceptions: 

l. Distances tl"Olll. ar to po1llts located within zones desc:r1bed 1%1 
Item. No. 260 8erie.s shall be compttted. trCIII. 01" to the m:Ueage bas1ng 
points des1~e.ted 1:0. eameetion nth such desCl'1pt1on3. 

2. Fran pomt:s o'! 0:r1g1n 01" to points of dest1lla.t1Oll more then 
70 miles d1ste.:c.t tram. both the Sau Franc1sco and the Oe.kle:od :pick­
up end delivory zones (computed. 1n accordance with tl:le lDOthod hore-
1:c.abovo provided), distanceS fro:: 01" to po1:c.ts located W1tb1n the 
Sc:c. FranciSCO pick-tIP and del1ve17 zone or located w1tb1n the Oek­
lI!I.lld pick-up end delivery zone sllalJ. be the averaee a! the dis­
tances trom. cr to the Sen Francisco pick-up and delivery zone and 
tbe Oakland. pick-up = del1ve17 zone (computed. in accordance with 
the metl'lod hereina.bove provided). In the eve:o.t such average dis­
tance is less than tl:le distance computed from. 01" to an intermediate 
l'Oint via t:be shortezt constructive route, such lesser'mileage shall 
apply trom. or to such intermediate pOint. 

t 

! 
I 

(a.) Ra.tes provid.ed. in this taritt are tor the transportation of 
shipments, as det1ned in Item. No. 10 (k), (1) and (m> series from. 
point of origin to point ot destination, sul:>jeet to Item :Nos. 12O, 1301 
and l40 serios i 
~(b) Except as prov1ded in Notes 1 8lld 2 llel'oot, when point or or1g1n I 

or :point or de:!!till8.tion is eorrier's established. depot, rates shell be ! 
5 cents per 100 pO'Qllds (or ~ cents !)er sll1pment when shipment weighs ! 
less than 100 pou:c.dS) less t2n those specL.1.ce.lJ.y naIII&d herein. 'Va"ben 
both pout or orig1l). and :point or destitlAtion are earrier's establ1shed 
depot s, rates shall be 10 cents per 100 pou:cds (or 10 cents :per ship­
ment wben sllip=nt we1glls less ts 100 poTl'Ods) 1033 than those ~- I 
1tically II8.lD&d llerein. In no ce.se shall the net transportation n.te 
be lees than 10 cents per 100 'Oou:cds • 

... Note 1. - No deduction ~om. rate:!! specitically named herein shall I 
be made undel' thi:5 ru.le fi'om. rates bQ.~ upon e. m1n1mmn weigllt or I 
10,000 pound:s or more, nor from m1:c.1lmrm charges prov14.ed by Item NO.

1

! 
150 series. 

~.Note 2. - No deduction trom rate::: spoc1tieelly named herein. 3be.l11 
be made under tllis rule on shipments tre..naported tor :persons, com­
panies or corporations upon whose Fom1ses depots !rom cr to which , 
tl:1e transportation is pertormed are located. 1 , 

'tReduet1on and Increase, Decision No. 
.. Change, ne1 thor 1nc~~ee.se n01:' reduct ion 

-i 
I 

1 
:Correction No. 43. , 

~ October 28, 1939. 

Issued 'by the Re.1l:road Ccmnission ot 'the State of Calirol111a. 
san Fre.:c.c1sco, ce.J.1tom1e.. 
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