
Decision ~io. 

:BEFOEE T.2E a .. ULRO&') CO~"ISS!01\ OF XEZ SZAXE OF C&'IFOR!~IA 

In the Matter or the Establishment or ) 
just, r,easonable and non-diser:1m~natory ) 
ma.:d.mu:n. or m.1nimum or l:l.£l.XimUtl and JUn- ) 
imum rates~ rules classifications ~d ) 
regulations tor the transportation of ) 
propert7 ~or compensation or bire over ) 
the public hi~~ways of the City or Los ) 
Angeles. ) 

BY THE CO~SSION: 

rji'll M-i' n ~ M, i1 r: l?I n IWJ ;L.') :, il U 11,1.i, '/, I IU . --.\ U 't'" I I" 'I, .. 
~ U ~ U U II~ ~~ ~ 

Case No. 4l2l 

Additional ~ppearances 

L. M. Wri$ht.1. '!or :aivers1de Cement CO:ll'~ 
Pra:4tlin .1.1. ~ox~ Jr.~ for .u.ssociaUJd Contract Xl'!Xl.ckers 
La.Wl"cnce 1:. Price l. . tor Cb.1et Delivery Service 
R. M. Steib" for .:>lak0~ Uottitt and Towne 

By Decision No. 32504 or October 24~ 1939~ as amended, 

in this proceeding, ~nlm~ rates~ rules and regulations estsb-

lished"by prior orders herein tor transpor~t10n or proporty by 

for-bire carriers within the ~os lngcles drayage area ~er~ ~od1r1ee 

and 1nco~orated in a tar1~t des1~ted as City Carriers' Tarir! 
1 ... 

No. 4 and. Highway Carriers' Tariff No. ,. This tariff became 

effective Janua~y 1, 1940. The instant decision deals vdth pro­

posals for modirication of t~e rates~ rules and re~jlations so 

established., submitted at adjourned hear1n.gs held before ZXc:linGr 

E17@t at Los .Angeles on Decem'Oel' 13 and 14, 1939. It aJ.so deals 

1 . 
, For convenience" City Carriers' Tariff No.4 and Eighw«1 Carriers' 

Tarit'! No. , will be referred to he:-ein as "the tar1!f'." ~ 
Tho established rates are applicable to ~ classes or !or­

~re carriers other tban co~on carriers by railroad, and other 
~ express corporations employing common carriers by railroad as 
underlying carriers. 

The Los ~geles drayage area as referred to herein is descr~bod 
in Items 30~ 31, 32 a:ld 33 of the tar1!'!'. 



nth certain :catters v;1l1cb. ::.o.y be disposed of m.thollt fortlal hearing. 

Foro o~ Writte~ AgAecment 

Section ~~o. 5 of the tariff contains rates desiglUl~d 

as "unit rates.)''' togothc:' ';'l1th rules .:mel regulations govern1n3 their 

application. The te~i!r provides that rates in this section do not 

alternate with rate~ in othor sections of the tariff, and requires 

that the shipper notify the carrier of his election to sh1p at the 

unit rates prior to transpo=tat1on o! the property. Item No. 400 

ot tho tariff prescribes a form or ~~itten agreement ~hich must be 

executed and be attached to and beeo~o a part of the Shipping order 

coverinz the transaction. 

John J. W1ll1ams, an individuaJ. operating as. a h1gh.w~ 

contract carrier and a city carrier~ ,ointed out taat this ,ro­

vision would require a separa.te agreement to be executed ror each 

ship:lent to be moved at unit ratez, and urged that the tarU'1" ~ 

modified so a.s to e~ble the shipper to make one agreement cover~s 

~e identified transactions tor a. det~te period, W1thont execnt~g 

a new agreemont to acco~pany each shipping ordor. Ee declared that 

some ot bis sb.1ppcrs ~c 1:1 cxce~::; of 400 sl'l1p::le::.ts per day, .s.nd. 

said that the prcsc~t rcquirc~cnt ~ould place an undne burden upon 

his sb.il'Pors and upon himselt. 

Interstate Bakeries Corporation mcde substantially tbe 

S~e proposal and approved the tariff modification as suggested 

byWllliams. No one opposed the proposed ~oditicat1on. 

It appears tbat tb.e reqUirement that an exec':Lted a.greement 

must be attached to ~d become a part ot the sbipp1ng doc~en~ cov-

er~g each tr~saction ~ und~r so~e circucstanecs be unduly burden­

some to shippors and carriers. Tho requirement is apparently ~orc 

str~gent than is necessary to insure proper app11c~t1o~ or the unit 

rates, and will be modified in substantially the ~e= proposed. 
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-. 
Unit Rat~s on Sh1."Oments 71~i?ah1np; Over 500 P01.:nd's 

I • • • • 

Item No. 410 of the tariff prov1de5 unit rates applicable 

to shipments we1gll1ng 500 pounds or less" and deS1~-:e$ hO":l tho 

number ot units shall be eom~uted on such ship~ents. ~nit rates 

are not provided tor shipccnts weighing over 500 pounds. 

~1ll1~ testified thct his shippers treque~tlY have 

quanti ties in e;ccess ot ,00 pounds tor movemc!lt at a single ti:ne" 

and, ill order to increase the number of' un1 ts shipped. d.uring too 
calendar ~onta and thereby reduce the rate per unit, could and 

will under the tariff divide such quantities into s~er sh1p~o~t~ 

weighing each 500 ~ounds or loss. He declared that the extra 

labor l'equ:1.::-ed to prepare 3nci. handle the sepa.rate o1111ngs would 

be costly to shippers and car~icrs alike" ~d that neither would. 

rece1veany benefit thereiroc. He u=zed that the restriction that 

the sb.1Pm.ent must not weiell over 500 pounds "oe removed. trom tile 

application or unit rates, and t~t unit rate$ tor heaVior sbip- ., 

!lents be provided on the Sa:le basis a.s would result :f"ro:l dividing 

the ~roperty into separate sh1p~ents under tAe present tar1ff. 

He stated that this amendJ:lent would facilitate th.e handling ot 

tilese sb1p~ents tor both silipper and earrier, Without injury to 

either. 

No one opposed this proposal. 

No benefit to shippers or carriers would appear to result 

irom tar1tt pronsions whieh would l'eo..u1re sh1ppers to diVide a 

given lot of proper~J for ~ovement at a single time into two or 

2, -
The unit rates are established on a graduated scale dependent 

upon the nt:rlber ot tfunits" the carrier transports tor a given ship­
"Oer dur1ng a calendar month. ~e nUIlber of units in a shi:p:nent 
is de~r.m1ned by its weight 1n pounds, as follows: 50 or less, 1 
unit; over 50 but not over 150, 2 units; over l50.but ~ot over 
300, 3 units; over 300 "out not over 500, 4 units. 
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more smaller shipments 1n order to obtain the oenet1t o~ rn1n1m~ 

transportation charges. While the suggested mothod or determjn 1ng 

the numocr 0: units in t~e heavier saipments deviates ~rom the 

genero.r.practice o! decreasing the rate per pound ~s tho nUt:lber or 

pounds is increased, the record indicates that suc~ deviation is 
3 or minor importance so far as the present proposal is concerned. 

Moreover, the propo$cd modification would apparently not in ~ way 

stfeet the charges applicable under the unit rates now contained in 

the tariff, but would merely el1m1nate the necessity 0: subdividing 

s~pments weighing :orc ~ 500 pounds ~ order to obtain the benefit 

0: such charges. 

The tariff will be ~od1t1ed to provide unit rates tor 

sbipments weieh1ng over 500 po~ds, substantially as proposed. 

Class Rate L~v~l 
~ 

Intorstate Bakeries Corporation alleged that the class 

rates contained in Item ~ro. 310 ot the tarif'f' are excessive, not 

based on proper and economical operating costs, not comparcble with 

the rates named in Highway Carriers' Tar1t:t No. 2, ~d not based on 

tacts or logie or or practice; that tbeir adoption has operated to 

the disadvantage or sll1ppers and carriers; and tlla.t their continuance 

will result in increased prop~1etary operations. 

~he traff'ic manager of the corpo~ation introduced an ex-

here involved with. cla.ss rates nomed in E1ghway Carriers' Tariff No. 
4 - . 

2 for greater distances. He pointed out that if the stateWide 

3· . 
Xhe record shows that rolatively tew sbip:ents moving 1n ronted 

parcel delivery service <tor which the unit rates were primarily de­
signod.) we1e;h. in excess or 500 pounds. 

4 
Highway Carriers' Tariff l'to. :2 (Appendix tlDff to :>ecision I~o. 3l606, 

as amended, 1n CaseANo. 4246) establishes a statewide basis o! rates 
tor the transportation or general co~odities by radial b!gbway com­
=on and highway contract carriers. 



rates were broken up in'co parts represent1:lg line-haul transportation 

and term1nal de11ver.1, the latter (which he referred to as npres~pt1vc 
-

delivery rates") ~ould neeessarily oe l~ler ~ those establisned 

in this p:-oceeding for loc~ drayage. He said tb.a. t in his opinion, 

assuming the statewide rates to be reaso~ble~ this comparison was 

sutticient to demonstrate that the dr~age class rates were unreason­

~bly high. He declared that they were in mnny cases prohibitive so 

far as his own company -({as concerned. 

x.b.e class rates coc.pla1ned o! were estaol1sb.ed upon the 

basis of evidence received at an extensive series of public hearings~ 

!h1s evidence included a nmioer of detailed studies of the cost or per­

for.m!ng the trpn~portation service involved. ~be rates have been 1n 

ettect vl1 thout cb.an.ze for more than a year ~ a:ld clearly should not_ 

be revised except upon the introduction or substant1al evidence show­

ing the proposed revision to be nccessar,y or des1rable. The w1~ess 

tor Interstate Bakeries Corpora~ion ofrered no data wAatever relative 

to the cost of perro~e the serv1co~ ~d did not even suggest a 

basis of cl~ss rates which he would substitute !or those now in 

etteet. Obviously a mere comparison ot the local drayage rates With 

those established for stateWide application by ditferent earriers 

under ent1rc17 different circumstances can be of little value ~~ 

determ1n:1.n.g the reasonableness 0: either rate level. 

~he proposal to revise the class rates contained in the 

tariff W1ll not be adopted. 

Com~utgtion of Time Under HogrlI Rates 

Item No. 420 of' the tar1:f"t n.a::les ra.tes 1:1 centc per hour ~ 

and provides thAt the t1I:le ~ed to COJ:l:pute the charges sJutJ 1 be 

"the total ot the load.1n.e, tulloadine; and driv1:c.e; time cO::lputed. trOtl 

the arrival 0: carrier's equipc.ent at point or origin, or first 

point of origin when more than one point of origin is 1nvolved~ to 

the t1me unloadine is eo~plcted at point or dest1nat1on~ Qr last 
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pOir.t or destL~ation when more than one poL~t of destination is in-

volved." 

delivery business joined in urging th~t the 1t~m oe rcv1:ed to provide 

th~t the time used to com,ute tho charge: shall be "the tot~l time 

consumed !ro~ the time the carrier's equip~ent leaves c~rriers te~-

inal to the time that carrier'z equipment ~eturns to c~rr1cr7= ter.=i~~l.1f 

A 7atness for one of these carriers stat~d that the method 

of conputation provided in the tari!f ~ould apparently not compensate 

the carrier for nonproductive time req~ircd for the vehicle to reac~ 

the zhipperfs place of business ~~d to return from the co~sienee's 

place of business to the carrier's terminal. Ee said that so far as 

his company Vias conc€lrned the hourly rates were used only tor "s:pec1al 

deliveries,," and he i71sb-cd the privile~e of charei.."'l£: for this nonpro-

d~ctive ti~e. He rc~dily conccded that he had given no thought to the 

effect which the ~roposed ~odificat1on mizht nave upon carriers cn-

gaged in the tr~"'lsportation of general freight • 

..,. .... on ... · ,. "'ti . .I; d t...............· t .I; .f,-.(.O i h"" b d v~ ~ne ~uege~ on oe.nz ~~ 0.~~ ~nc ar.~. m g ~ e ma e 

pe~issive, so tr~t either ~ethod of computation could oe used in tho 

discretion 0: the carrier and shipper 1nvol·,ed, cou.''lsel for the three 

c~rriers here concerned stated that such an alternative application 

would satisfy their objections to the ,resent rule. 

The propos~l that minimum hourly rat0s be'oased upon the 

total ela,sed time fro: the time the vehicle leaves the carrier's 

t~r~inal until it returns thoreto hus bee~ previously considered and 

rejected by the Co~ission in this proceedi~z, pr1nci,~lly beca~se 

such a ba~is would ~avor some carriers against others, ~d would rc-
5 

sul t in i.."'leq,uali ties o0tweer.. shippers and 'beti.7een carriers. Ho 
5 

In Deci~1on No. 32504, supra, the Co~ssion said, "The suggested 
use of nonproductive time in computing hourly rates would :nanifestly 
~avor carriers ~ost advant~eeouslY located to the particular job. 
:":oreover, it Seems a.p},arent that such a oasis wo':.lld result i.~ other 
incquali ties", 'both 'oetweon shippers a.nd between carriers, since the 
wor~ assizr..mcnt:; of particular pieces of equipment prior and subsequent 
to the transpo~tation rendered under hourly rates might oe so arranged, 
at the option ot the carrier, th~t the resulting hourly rates would be 
hieher or lower according to the $~~er in ~hich the carrier a~sisned 
its equip::J.cnt to ot~er i.'torx. II 
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new juztificat10n r~z beon advanced for adopting it at this time. 

So far as the zuggested alternative application is con-

cerned, no reason appears why carriers should not be ,e=~1tted to 

use the hi~~er basis if that method is acceptable to the shipper. 

However, it does not appear that any modification of the t&r!fr or 

of prior orders herein is necessary to accocplish thi: resUlt. 

The rates, rules ~~d regul~tion$ cont~incd in the tariff are, of 

course, minirnure in their ap~lication; maximum rates have not as 

yet been establishec. It is t~~e t~~t the sixth orderL~g paragraph 

of Decision :ro. 32504, supra., d.irects t~e carriers to abstain 

from nquotins, asseSSing, ctk~reing., collecting rates or accessorial 

char~es based upon a unit of measurement different fro: tllat in 

which" tho ::J.i.."'li."1lU1!l rates a.."ld charges are stated. However, so long 

as the hourly rates are applied on 3.."J. hou:ly "oasis it would appear 

that the same "unit o! measu::<:l::::.ent" Md been observed, and thet no 

violation 0:: the order on this aCC01l..""l.t would result froIl cOr.l.puta tion 

of tir.l.e in the ~~~cr s~eeestcd by the t~~ee parcel delivery carriers. 

:';0 cha.."lGe will be made at thi::: t::'I:lO in the established 

method of compu~ine time in cor_~~ction ~~th hourly rates. 

CO'C1~odi ty rtD.tC5 for .. Pa'l?cr .'3.nd ?el . .,t0d A.rticles 

Item ~o. 380 of the tariff established co~odity rate: !or 

tho transportation of paper, paper articlos ~~d stationers' supplies. 

These rates are lo".-:er trvm those now in e1"fect 1"or carriers genera.lly, 

but ~re substantially t~e same as those which Reader Tr~""l.sportat10n 

SerVice and eight other carriers ~~d bee~ authorized to assess under 

6 

6 
It is understood, of cour~c~ that the c~~reez ~ssessed ~"J.d COllect-

ed ~ust not in .~y event be less than those established as minimum> and 
tr~t the carrierfs shipping order and freieht bill :uzt contain all of 
the inform3tion required by orders o~ the Commission. 
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the provisions of Sections lO and II of the City Carriers' Act 
7 ,.. 

and Highway Carriers' ~ct~ respectively. These rates were in-

cluded 1n the tariff principally u~on the recomoendation of ~ 

assistant rate expert from the Co~~sion's staff, who testified 

at a previous hearing that the rates were alrea~ aV$~1able to nine 

carriers and S1xty-!'~ve shippe .. s tln'ou.gh the medit:I:l of Section 10 

an~ 1l authorizations, and aS$erte~ that 1n his op~~1on the n~ber 

or carr1ers and s:bippers 1:lvolved ~fas strongly 1:lci1cat1ve that ZA"J 

efficient carr10r fort~te enough to enjoy such busincss would ex­
perience ap~rox1mately.the s~e costs as the carriers authorized 

to deviate trom the established rates. 

Reader Transportation Service now alleges that t~e rates 

provided. in Ite::l No. 380 of the tariff are unduly low, and '\'lill 

oonttnue to be so unless conditioneci with a number or restrictions 

Which would eliminate 11eht and bulky art1cles~ remove the sp11t 

de11ver,y privileee~ increase the ~jnimum charee$~ and require a 

m"n1mUl: to;:?llB.ge ot 200,000 pound.s and a m:tn1mum revenue of $2,0.00 

in a period of thirty days. 

A. R. Reader, the managing partner of Reader ~ransporta t10:l. 

Serv1ce~ test1...""T..ng in su~port ot the propos~Q. restric"'ions" eX-

plained that bis co~pany specialized in the transportation of paper 

and rele.te6. articles. Le saie. that he was certain that the rates 

prov1ded 1n the tar1!t would be less than compensatory to any carrier 

which undertook to apply them r:i thout restrictions such as he 

7· 
The Section 10 and II proceed1ng~ are as tollows: 

Epplicat10n No. 22086, of A. R. ?eader and Phil Reader" 
. doing ousincss as Beader Transportation Service 
Application No. 22283" of F. Teskey 
~pplicat10n No. 22322" or Service Transportation Co. Inc. 
J..:pp11cat1on No. 22334, of Cole Y.cGeo 
Applieation No. 2233~" or L. M. Pettit 
~~p11cat10n No. 22381, of Goodman De11ve~ Service, Inc. 
Application No. 22433" of Cooper~t1ve Delivery Service, Ltd. 
~pplication No. 22450" ot Joaquin Lopez 
Application No. 228851 or John J. ~il11~s 



• 
proposed. Reviewing the h1ztOr7 o! the paper ratos~ he pointed out 

that his company bad been the first to obtain Section lO and II 

author1t,y tor this transportation, and that ident1c~ authority 

had tnereatter oeen accorded to other ccrriers upon formal application 

but without public hear~e. Ee testified that he had seriously orred 

~ the pre$cntation or his own application~ in that ~ 1ncl~ed 

numerous light ,and bulk1 articlc~ 1n his cOmCodity eescription~ ~d 

in that he tailed to provide tor to~ge and revenue re~uirements 

which he bad intended to ~posc. He doclared that his own errors 

had been reproduced 1n the rates subseo.uently authorized tor other 

carr1ers~ and had now been carried forward into the tar1!t tor all 

carriers. Eo stated t~t although he had sought and scc~ed per­

=ission to accord the reduced rates to so~e 38 sh1ppers~ he had 

aetually applied tee rates to only six or seven of tee larger Ship­

pers who otfe=ed tonnage 1n sufficient volume to make the rates 

profitable. He said that ~ ot his other shippers had been assessed 

the established m"nimuo rates~ and that in no c~se had he applied 

the reduced rates to the articles which co considered light and 

bulky. 

He introduced a number or exhibits eonta1n1ne~ among 

other th1ngs~ a study of the costs experienced by bis company in 

tne transportation of paper and related articles during the month 

of April~ 1938; a tabulation showing tbe ef!eet which application 

of the reduced rates would have had on the re7cnue recoived from 104 

shi~ents handled oy his company in Novemoer~ 1939; a proposed lim­

ited co.cmodity description; and a detailed explanation of other 

suggested aQendments to thc' tariff nceessa~J to put the ~ropozoe 

restrictions into e~~ect. 

Tho mod1!i~ations urged 07 Reader were opposed by two 

Shippers, and by two carriers which are now authorized to eharee 

the reduced rates. ~ ~otor ~ruck Association or Southern 
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Cal1tornia, while neither opposing nor zupportine the Reader 

proposal, argued. that by oxtending to all carriers special commod.1ty 

rates whiCh were based upon evidence received 10 Sect10n lO and 11 

~roccedings~ the Commission would be overlooking the plain legislative 

into~t to authorize subnor.cal rates ~o= c~r1ers who enjoyed unusually 

favorable transportation conditions. ~he Association s~ggested also 

that the use of evidence received in Section 10 and II proceedings tor 

the purpose of establishing rates in ~ general proceeding was per­

haps inconsistent W1tn orderly and valid adm1nistrative proce~ure. 

Rates substant:t~ly the same as those nov: provide~ in tee 

tariff ~ve been available to the paper shippers· ~or ~ore than a year~ 

througn the services of Reader and the eieht other carriers beroto­

tore mentioned. No objection was raised to such rates until it was 

proposed that they bo made applicaole to carriers and Shippers 
e 

eener~lly. On the record as it no~ stands it seems o.u1te probable 

that tor general application tho prescribed rates may prove to be 

somewhat low in particular instance~ and under certa1n conditions. 

Zowever~ Reader's proposils ~e not supported by eo~t or other evidenee 

which would 1n any way justify imposition of the various suggested 

restrictions upon shippers generally, or upon other carriers. Uore­

over, the proposed restrictions contain a n~ber of provisions which 

would make their application uncertain and ~oieuous, and wh1~ would 

apparently rcq,u.1re shippers and carriers to ma1nta1n several separate 

and different records or all shipcents handled. For these reasons 

g .. 
As a matter or fact as late as September 20, 1939, and after a year's 

experience under those rates Reader sought their continuance tor an 
indefinite ~eriod without restrictions such as ho has here proposed. 
He then alleged thct rates s1Q1~r to those he has here assailed were, 
and would oe tor the ~ediate futuro, j~$t and reasonable for the 
service performed; that his operations were Virtually 1eentieal with 
the. operations eo~ductod at the time be was first granted authority to 
charge loss than the m1nj~~ rates; and that his costs of operation 
bad not materially cbaneed. 
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• 
the proposaJ.s v;ID. not be adopted. As previously 1nd1ea.ted it ma;; 

well be that the paper rates Will reqUire zo~e adjustment. An 

early opportunity to present evidence in support of such adjustment 

as may be deemed necessary or advisable w1l1 be afforded a:tJ.Y inter-

csted party ~ho notifies the Co==1ssion 0: bis re~~ess to pro¢eed 

in the matter. 

Attention has been directed to the inadvertent o~ssion 

of ZOne 11 from the territorial application of the paper ratez. 

Z-ne item Will be corrected. 

coamoh Cgri1er Ra"t"es 

By petition tor reconSideration, Real Transportation CO., 

Inc., a ~ghw~y coamon carrier, sou~t the adoption o! the following 

additionc.l :t'inding in Decision ~;o. 32504, supra: 

nThat comaon carriers s~bject to the ~lic 
"Utilities Act, in order to meet competition 
furnished by highway contract carriers, and 
iadial highway common carriers who have been, 
or who in the future may be, authorized to 
c~ge less than mini~um rates herein prescribed, 
should 'be authorized to publish upon not less 
than 5 daysl notice to the Co~ssion and to 
the publi¢,~rates ~d Charges, ~d rules and 
regulatiOns governing the same, equal in level 
and. effect to th.e rates which m~::r b.e.ve 'been, 
or may hereafter be~ authorized u.~der Section 
11 of the Ei~ay Carriers I Act." 

In support of its petition, it alleged that in the matter o~ 

lowering rates to meet the competition created by granting radi~ 

highway cocmon and highway contract carriers authority to charee lezs 

tban the established m1n1m~ rates, its remedies are~ ~d will eon~1nue 

to be c~bersome~ costly and ineffectual. 

Section 11 relief is orc1~arily confined to instancc$ in 

which the applicant's operation differs in its inAerent characteristics 

fr~ the operatio~ of czrriers sUbject to the ~~n~muc rates. The 

extension of suen authorities to other carriers would only be Justified 

in inztanccs where the same circUl:lst:mces and conditions prevail. It 

would not appear proper~ thcretorc~ to grant cont1n~e re11e~ to coc:o~ 

carriers to meet Section 11 rates. The petition will be denied. 
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:r.~iri1mup Weights on Sugro.: 

Item 390 or the tarifr fails to show tnat the numbers 

heading the individ:llo.l rate coltlI:ms rete::- to the mjnjmm:l weight!; in 

po~ds to which the respective columns are subject. A?propriate 

amendment r.ill 'bo :nadc by the order herein. 

Adjourned public nearings having been held in the above 

entitled ~roeeod1ng, and bazcd upon all ot the cTldencc heretofore 

received and upon the co~cluzio~$ and r1nd~gz contained in the ~re­

ceding opinion" 

l~ IS ?~=zsy OEDE?.ED tb.:lt City Carriers' ~ar1f':r No.4 @d 
~ 

Highway Carriers' '!a.rifi" No. 5 (A.:ppendix "An or Decision No. 32504) 
~ 

as amended, be and it is hereby turther amended by sUbstituting for 

the correspond1ng pages now contained tb.c::-ein" the revised pages 

attached hereto and by this reference made a part hcreo~, which 

pages are numbered as tollows: 

First Revised Page 35 cancels Original Page 35 

First Revised Page 37 c~cels Original Page 37 

F1rst Revised Page 39 c~cels Original Page 39 

I'! IS BE?.EBY S"I"I"RTEER OEDEP30 tl:lat in all other l'espec-:s 

the petitions ot John J. 7iilliams; Intersta.te Bakeries Corpoation; 

Cooperative Delivery Service Ltd.~ 20th Century Delivery Service and 

Reliable Delivo~y Serviee; Eeal Transportation Co., Inc.; and 

Reader ~ransportation Service, re!erred to 1n the preceding opinion" 
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• 
be :md theY' are and ec.ch or them is herebY' denied. 

In all other respects said Dec1s1o~ No. 32,04~ as amended3 

shall rema~ in full force and effect. 

The ettee:t1ve da.te of this ol"de:- sb.:lll be t::.o d:l.te hereef. 

Da ted at San Francisco 1 Cal1tornia., ~h1s J ~ day or 

JaIJ.ua:J:Y, 1940. 
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Firat Re"ri.soci Page •••• 3S 
_ Cccels c:tr.{ CA.°.RIERSW T .... ~ NO. 4-

EIGEllAY CA.~. 'U..WT NO.5 ~"al 2ego ••••••••• 3S 

Item. 
No. 

I *'39o-.A. 
I Cancels I 
I 3,90 
r 
t 

\ 

I 

I 

SEmON NO. 4- - CQD4ODI"r.C RA:l:ES (~eJ.tv1ed) 
n cents "'oX" 100 'and.: 

1 FB:ii:IGIi:t, sa described. :t:c. Items ~roa. 310 =d 311 DOriO a, eubjec:t 't.o 
Noto l, 

US %I; mum VI oi,sl:rt 
100 pounds •••••••••••••••••••••• 
500 pounds •••••••••••••••••••••• 

2,000 pounds •••••••••••••••••••••• 
4,000 pounds •••••••••••••••••••••• 

10,000 pounds •••••••••••••••••••••• 
20~OOO pounds •••••••••••••••••••••• 
30,000 po~ •••••••••••••••••••••• 

COLtiMN A 

(1) IS 
13 
J.O 
9 
3 
7 
~ ... 

cottam B 

. . 

(l) 1,[ 
1~ 
12 
10 
9 
8 
7t 

COLtUN A ratos, apply, Set7een or rithin ZOUa 1-4 1-B, l-C or 1-:0, 
or within bu:t. not. b~700ll. Zonea lO, 11_ 12 or 17, a.s cl.eaeribecl 
in Iter::.a Nos. 30, 3J., 32 tmti 33 serios. 

(1) For n.tos on ohipmentc weighl%lg lese 'than 100 pound.& see It._ 
No. 320 aoriea. 

lsooMlz I 

Re:to ','!inmam Wei9:ht- in Pounds. 
Babia (1) 100 I 500 2,000 1 4,000 10,000 I 20,000 

I . 
A 16 JA. II 9 4- 4-

B 2l. lG. ~ II 4 4 

I c 2S 20 l6. I 13 6- 5 
I 

(1) For ra:t.O$ 021 ah1p:onta 1I'oigAing 1088 them 100· poand4 see Item 
No. 320 sonoc. 

*Chango, Decision No. 

I u'1"l!X!'I'IVE 
I 

I 
Issued. by The P.a1lroad Co:Im1soion o! 'the Sta:t.e o! Ce.l.1forn1&, 

Correction No. S Sau Frcciaco, Califol'Xl1a.. 
! 
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Item 
No. 

RULES A.'m RmtILATIONS 
(ltomD NOB. 400 anel 401 sories) 

\ (a.) &o:tos :o.::=.eti in thie eoetion ue eubjeet t~ Items Noe. 10 and 
! II eetiee, Do£inition o£ Teelmie&l Terma, Items Noe. 30, 31, 32 and 33 \ 

! 
eeriee, Applice.t1on. ot ':'ar1f!-'rerr1torial, Item No. 40 eerie., ~li-
e&tion o! 'l'ar..t£-cocmoc.itieB, Item No. l;O oeries, Collect on Dolivory 
(C.O.D.) Shi;morrt.~, Dmt Ite= No. 160 soriee, Collection ot Cb.ar;oe. 

'
I They aro not subjoct to othor rl.llos and rozu;la:t:1.ons provided 'by 

I Section No.1. 
i f 

I
, I (b) R8:to8 ntlmed in 'tb.i5 8oet:1.on apply only When the property 18 

I t.r="POrted. by one ctlX'rier !ot' oue sh:1.~er. 
I 

I
f 

)
' (e) Prior to the trenal'Ort«tion ot tho property, the shipper I 

II mwrt enter :into Q. writton agroemeat with tho ce.rrier to ship at r&tes I no lower than tho~o ,ror...4ed in thio soction, sta.t:Lug epoe:£.£iC4lly "tho I 
I ! clue or aorneo desired. 1~0 cd.ngle 4groemOlrt. lSh.cll cO'V"$r ah1pmento 
I i tra.n.eportod ovor eo pon.od. in oxeoso ot 31. days. Tho agroomont. &all 
I I '00 in subtJ't4ntially the following to:::, =ci tho originaJ. or a. cOYl 
\ I thoroo£ Mall be rotained. a.nd pro30r7ed b:r tho cerrier, wbject to the I 
J , Comm1ooio:c.'s wpoet10n, tor a ~rl.oc1 ot not lOGO than throe (3) yoarsl 
! *400-A I troe. the 4a:to ot ita isawtnco. ! 
i CancolD I \ 
: 400 I 

I , D~e ••••••••• _.......... t 
I 1 

j ! 
I 

I 

! 
I 

In accordance nth the prons:1.on:s ot Itec. ~o. 400 aerios 01: 
C1'ty Csrriora' 'tar~t No.4, Higlr.vay Cerriors' :orU! No. S 
(.Ap~ -Aft ot Docis10n No. 32504, u amenclod., 1%1 Ca.ao No. 
4121), I hereby eloct to have •••••• (idonti£y transaction) •••••• 
t~rte4 by •••••• (earrier) •••••• !r~ •••••• (po~ ot 
orig1n) •••••• to •••••• (poiat 01: dost~ion) •••••• at the rat. 
o! •••••• (800 note) •••••• und~r ~he ratos and provisione ot 
It~ ~o ••••••• (000 note) •••••• aeries o! ~d taril!. 

Shipper ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
(name in full) 

Conlirmed: 
Carrior......................... By •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

(nemo ~ 1:ull) 

NC'l'E.-In tho event ahi;pper and carrier agree to a. ba.si~ hizher ! 
th3.n tha:t proricled. by tho I'tem~ b~ in tho 8Qt1" unit or =it., ot I 
moasurement in wb:ieh 'the minimum be.no 10 Gt.a.to4, tho agrooel I 
'buil5 m.t!t:/ be stated il:l place o! tho Item Nambor. i 

(Concluded on pcgo 38) . 

I
' I88ued 'bj" The P.a1lroB.li Comm.:scion 01: tho. St&to ot Ca,lj.!"ornj,&, 
. CorreC'tior. ::0. 6 Sen Francisco, Cal.1:ornie.. 
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I Item. 
I 

\ No. 

\ 
I 
! 
I 

! 
! 
I 

I 

I 
I , , 
I 

" *41o-A 
cancola 

I 410 
, 
I 
I 
I 

FREIGHr, regarcllotJo ot elu"i!i~e.tion,J.trcnoported. bet"eezl or within 
the zonoa cl"':l~ribecl in I't.em:) Nos. 30~ 31, 32 e,ncl 33 serloe, sub­
joc:t to Note3 1, 2 and 3: 

l!;n;7Trn:m Units ;per c.il.en.d.ar 
month or tm:y portion theroot 

Any ~uaDtity •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
250 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
7;0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

2,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
4,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
6,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
8,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

lO,OOO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• -~ ••••• 
12,500 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
15,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NC'l'E l.-ihen the charge a.ccruing a.t. the e.ct.ual. number of lmi'ts ox­
cem the chargo eomptrtoc1. u?On eo Me 'btUlod. upon a groe:tor number or 
units, the l«tter ahcll o.pply. 

Notii: 2.-Tho weight of each ohipment shell be tho gross 'Woight 
thereof. No allowance ehall be we tor the weight e! eo~a1ners. 

NarE 3.~o nu:n'bor of 1.lJ'l.its ai:I.all Do eomputod. u !ollawa: 

Vloight of' shipment in pouncle 

SO or less •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Over 50 'but not ovor 150 ••••••.•••••••••••• 
Over 150 'but not over 300 ••••••••••••••••••• 
OVer 300 'btrt not over SOO ••••••••••••••••••• 

.Ovor Soo but not over SSO ••••••••••••••••••• 
• OVer S50 but not ovor 6S0 ••••••••••••••••••• 
• OVer 650 but n.ot over 800 ................... . 
.Qver 800 but not over 1.,000 ••••••••••••••••••• 
• Over 1,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ntmlbor of mu:te 
1. 
2 
3 
4 
S 
6 
7 
8 

(See :BelOW') 

1'0 clotermino tho ntzmber of units on ah1}:ment8 'l'ei~ 
ovor 1,000 pouncls" use ~e method of computation as pro­
vided above !or first l,OOO poun<!c. 

'*Change, Deeieion No • 

• Rocluetion. 

Issued. by 'J:he Railroad. Comm1sa1on of the St&te ot Cali:t'0rn1a., 
·Corree"tion No, 7 San Frrm~isco, Celitorn1e.. 
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