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BEFORE THE RATLRCAD COMMISSION OF THZ STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Establishment )
of maximum ard minimum, or maximum )
or minimum rates, rules and regu- )
Jations of all common carriers, as )
defined in the Public Ttilities )
Act of the State of Californiz, as )
amended, and all highway carriers, )
as defined in Statutes 1935, Chape- )
ter 223, as amended, for the trans-)
portation, for compensation or )
bire, of any and all agricultural )
products. )

Case No. 4253

BY TEE COMMISSION:

SUPPLEVENTAL OPINION AND ORDER

An adjourned hearing was held in this proceeding before
Examiner Davis in San Francisco on September 12, 1940, for the pur-
pose of affording a hearing nerein to certain highway carriers who
had not previously had an opportunity to be hLeard respecting the subject
matter of this proceeding, minimum rates, rules and regulations
applicable to all other highway carriers heving been heretofore ese-

1l
tablished herein by Decision No. 31924, as amended. The parties

for whom such hearing was held include those who first cbtained

!

Decision No. 31924 of April 11, 1939, in the above entitled pro-
ceeding established mirimum rates and rules and regulations for the
transportation of livestock between all points in Californiz by
radial highway common carriers and highway contract carriers. These
rates and rules and regulations were promulgated in the form of a
loose~leaf tariff entitled Highway Cerriers' Yariff No. 3, which was
attached to said Decision No. 31924 as Appendix nCr thereof. Decision
Noo 31924 has subsequently been modified by Decisions Nos. 32593 and
3326?. and the modifications so made have been incorporated in the
tariff.




permits as radiasl highway common carriers or highway contract carriers
between June 6, 1940, and August 28, 1940, inclusive, and certain
other radlial highway common carriers and highwey contract carriers
wao obtained permits prior to that time but who had not previously
been afforded an opportunity o be heard herein. The record shows
that the Order Instituting Investigation herein was. duly served on
and notice of sald hearing herein duly given all such carrierse.
Evidence was introducec at the hearing, based upor studies

of rates and costs of operation, that the minimum rates and charges

and the rules and regulations established by said Decision No. 31924,
as smended, and as set forth in Eighway Carrierst Zariff No. 3, as
modified, supplemented, and amended, are Jjust, reaéonable.and_non-
diseriminatory for all highway carriers, including those carriers
hereinabove referred to 25 well as those previously subject thereto.
No criticism was made of the propriety of those minimum rates and
charges, rules and regulations apd no reason was advanced why they
should not be applied as minimum by sald carriers. The minfmom
rates and charges. and rules ard regulations contained in said Fighway
Carriers' Iariff No. 3 are based uporn favorable conditions affecting
the various types of operation and appear to be equally proper for
the carriers for whom this hearing was provided as for the others.

We therefore conclude thet the minimum rates, charges,
accessorial charges and the ratings, rules, and regulations established
in and by Decision No. 31924, as supplemented, amended and modified,
and as set forth in said Highway Carrierst! Tariff No. 5 should be
established for and made applicable by all highway carrlers.

Therefore, good cause appearing,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the findings and orders in said
Decisior No. 31924, as supplemented, amended and modified by the




findings end orders in Decisions Nos. 32593 and 33266, be and they
arc hereby adopted as the findings and orders herein to be observed
by all radial highway common carriers and highway contract carriers
who obtained permits between the dates of June 6, 1940, ard August
28, 1940, inclusive, and by all radial highway common carriers and
highway contract carriers listed iIn Appexndix "A" hereof, and a copy
of each of sald decislons (inecluding the appendix or apperndices
thereto, 1f any) and is zttached hereto and is hereby referred to
and nade 2 paxrt kereof.

IT IS EEREBY FURTEER CRDERED that any and all supplemerts
to and medifications and amendments of said Declsion No. 31924 here-
after made in this procecding shall be, and shall be deemed to con~
stitute, supplement to or modification or amendment of this decision
also, without express reference to this decision therein, andéd all
radlzl highwey common carriers and highway contract carriers who ob-
teined permits between the dates of June 6, 1940, and August 28, 1940,
Inclusive, and all radial highway common carriers and highway contract
carriers listed Iin Appendix "A" hereof, zre hereby ordered and direct-
ed to observe and comply with any ané all such supplements, modifica-
tions and amendments of sald Decision No. 31524, as though this de-
¢cision were expressly supplemented, modified and amended therebdy.

This order shall become effective on the date hereof.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this ';oa/L’ day of
October, 19404

Cormissioners




APPENDIX "Q"

Hitie Robinson,
as co-partner of, dba Hitie & Gilbert Robinson.
E. B. Aronson,
as co~partner of, dba E. B. & Nels Aronson..
V, Colarossi.
Candelarioc N¥. Felix.
“prank Casillas.
W. E. Colburn,
as co-partner of, dba lonterey Peninsula Transfer Co.
Panl J. lamme,
dba. Globe Van & Storage Co.
Elwin Mamn.
J. C. Thom,
as co-partpoer of, dba. J. C. Thom & T. W. Dunn.
J. R. Westfall.
Matilde Gomez.
Juan Hinojosa.
E. E. Roberson:
Pablo Rubio,
as co=-partner of, dta Pablo & Ramon Rubio.
Ce F. Slaughter.
Kimike Uyeno..
King E. White,
as. co-partner of, dba White Bros. Trucking Co.
Elias Williems.
Gregorio Williams.
We M. Bathrick.
R. Montanoe..
Kabo Tekemoto.
Alfred Rodriguez..
Tony Santos.
Allen H. Ieigh.
J. S. Dotson.
HE. G, Goddard.
Ferbin E. Spencer.
Paul H. Doss.
Louls Gianikos.
John Xraan.
B. T. Oglesby.
Orphus E. Glass.
George Hale,
as co=-partner of, dba Geoarge Hale & Edward Carrarsa.
Jack Azevedo, Jr.
Bert Wiggins..
B, H. Adans.
Ieonard Smith.
Ko Mizoguchi.
E. Franklin Salveson.
Fred C. damberg.
Tom Martin.
E. T. Nepper..
S. R. McDouvgall, |
as co=partner of, dba Citizens Truck Company.




Dick Y, Evens.
Joseph L. Chiriaco,
dba. Shaver Summit Service.
Clinton Frank Dessel,
C. F. Dessel Trucking.
Yﬂo E. PYle,
as. co~partner of, dba W. E. Pyle & A. W. Trexler.
Refugio E. Torres. )
Joe Urguizu,
as c¢co-partner of, dba Joe TUrquizu & Vincent Acevedo.
Elmer OrConnell.
lary bBrignoli.
I- Do Stillmn’
dba Leal Motor Lines.
lewrence E. Payne.
Fred N, Worth,
dba C. A. Worth & Co.
Aubry E. Davis,
as co-partner of, dbe Davis & Filloen.
John Fernsndes.
Ioule Joaguin.
Bamano dorimoto.
Pete Nunes.
¥X. L. Russell,
dba. Russell Transfer Co.
¥. P. Smith.
J. W. Tessandori,
as co=-partner of, dva J. W. Tessandori & A. Luchi.
Cornelius Westerink.
Elwer E. Fletc¢her,
as co-partoer of, dbe Elmer E. & Ruth Fletcher.
Hepry Silacedi,
as co-partner of, dba Silacci Bros.
Joseph A. Souza.
B. Degaoe.
A. J. Kunitake,
as co-partner of, dba Xuniteke bros.
Joseph F. Abreu.
Maggle Medina,
as Admin. of, dba Estate of Frank Medins.
M. Nakamura...
Clemente Tabacco.
W. C. G‘I‘eeno-
J. G. Ogburn.
Ernest J. Papineau.
Edward L. Turnere.
Al. Blasd.
v L. Frank.
Chas. E. Groskorh,
as co-partner of, dba Ches. E. Groskopf & Son.
Ed Avila,
as co-partner of, dba Avila Brothers.
L. R. Cauthon.
San Parino.
rs. B. ¥. Coleman.
Edgar Nelson,
as co-partaner of, dba Nelson Bros.
Elner Roesper.
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e ' BEFORE THE

RAILROAD COMMISSION

OF THE

STATE OF GALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Establishment of maximum and)
minimum, or maximum or minimum rates, rules
and regnlations of all common carriers, as defined
in the Public Utilities Act of the Btate of Qalifornia, } Case
as amended, and all highway carriers, as defined in No. 4293
8tatutes 1935, Chapter 223, as amended, for the
transportation, for compensation or hire, of any
and all agricultural products.

i In the Matter of the Establishment of maximum or)
minimum, or maximum and minimum rates, rules
and regulations of all Radial Highway Common
Carriers, and Highway Contract Carriers, operat- Case
ing motor vehicles over the public highways of} No. 4088
the Btate of California, pursuant to Chapter 223, Part''g"
Statutes of 1935, for the transportation for com-
pensation or hire of any and all commodities, and
accessorial services incident to such transportation. |

In the Matier of the Investigation and Establishment
of rates, charges, classifications, rules, regulations,
contracts, and practices or any thereof, of Common
Carriers of livestock.

Inthe Matter of the Buspension by the Commission on
its own motion of the cancellation of rates on feeder
cattle from Kalina and Strongheld, Californis,
to Montezuma, Willota, Woodland, Sacramento,
Marysville, Chico and Oroville and return to Kalina
and Stronghold.

| Inthe Matter of the Investigation by the Commission
| onits own motion into the rates on feeder livestock Caze
between points in California. No. 3941

In the Matter of the Application of the Atchison,
{ Topeka & Santa Fe Railway, Los Angeles & 8alt
Lake Railroad Company, Northwestern Pacific
Railroad Company, Pacific Electric Railway, 8an) Application
Diego & Arizona Eastern Railway Company, South- No. 18636
ern Pacific Company (Pacific Lines), and the West-
ern Pacific Railroad Company for an increase in
rates on carload shipments of livestock.
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Item No. 120_ROUND TRIP RATES WHICH RAIL CARRIERS
ARE AUTHORIZED TO ESTABLISH IN LIEU OF THEIR
PRESENT RATES

Subject to Notes 1, 2 and 3

Round Trlp

Rales In Cents

per 100

Pounds

Rourd Trip
MILES

Rates In Cents
per 100 Pounds

Bat
Oser Not Over

Feeder
Caitle

Feeder
Sueep, DD

But
Not Qrer

Feeder Feeder
Cattle eep, DD

—t
i =21—

S8LI2TEY

]
-
(4]

823

——

(L
S00
825

850

LERIBHENNNY

.
el
RBE

2

1600
1625
1650
1675
1700
1725
1150
1170
1800
1820
1850
1875
1000
1025
1050

- 1975

875
000
0235
050
975
1000

140
B
1500
1525
1550
1573
1600
1625
1650
1635
1700
1723
1750
17¢5
1800
1825
1850
1875
1000
1025
1350
1975

£

74
0
T
78

16
117
118

DD —Double Beck Cars.
No1eE 1.—Hates are subject to folluwing minimum weights per car:
Fecder Cattle

Feeder Sheep, DD

24,000 pounds
20,000 pounds

No1E 2.—Rates are subjoct to a stop charge of $10.00 per car in addition to
the rates shown.
No7E 3.—Hevenue per car under the foregoing rates plus $10.00 per car stop
charge raay not excecd the revenue per car based on twice the one way rates for
feeder livestock shown fn Item No. 100. -

(61)




Item No. 110—-RATES WHICH RAIL CARRIERS ARE AUTHOR-
IZED TO ESTABLISH IN LIEU OF THEIR PRESBENT
i RATES (Coticladed)? .T1AT VDMV BAVAY _G1T o3¢ ool

i 15T 38

il nCANE S0 USLL R JeTRd AT
B '(hatéaﬂaréf i Eentd pt 108 pouhde)

ST o FERIER LIVESTOOR

: Catlle Sheep, DD Calves, 8D
< Roge, DD Cxlies, DD 1logs, 8D Sheep, SD

10} - 13 T1e
12 14 . 15
13! T 16
14 1 17
15} 17 18 Y
18 19
[T IR ) B
-

24

23

-y

E83BEEEE oA

3060
30
100
20
110
160
150
600
525
50
bi>
600
625
650
Gi3
700
25
0
5
500
825
50
§i5
000
w5
050

95

DD—Duuble deck cars.
SD—Single deek cars.
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‘... APPEARANCES
A mmpléte Mst of thé appesiances in ihese !
-+ proceedings is contained in Appendix “'A™ bercof.
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SPINION "

N T I T L EDVE S S cd . N S | : 51 otisd
.., Collectively, these proccedings jnyolve rates for the transportation
of Tivestock within California} Case No: 4293 ¢mbraces most of the
issues involved in the other proceedings. At the fime it wag inslit_uied
sepatale hearings had already been had in Cases. Nos,:3951 and 4088,
Part *'G", but not, jn ‘Cascs Nos. 3962 or 4123, nor,in Application
No, 19636. Due to the fact that economic and transportation conditions
had changed materially since.the original hearings were held? the
proceedings in which hearings had been. had ‘were set for further
Learing with Case No. 4293. learings were then held before Examiner

fon is based upon all of the evidenes

[

Ioward Q. Freas. This decisi

¢ il

adduced, both in the separate and in the joint hearings.

' 3

Production of Livestogk In'Californfa™ - { . {007 .. v 31 s 0 53

“+ The raising of livestock® has been' a major ‘agricultural activity
in California for many years. Thé livestock industry is the forémost
agricultural enterprise in 16 counties of the Sfate, is second in import-
ance in 16 others, and is considerad of major imporfance in 18 addi-
tional counties. S

.
%

tCase No. $283 Is an Investigation Instituted by the Commisslon pursvant to the
provisions of the Highway Carrlers® and Public Utilitles Acts for the PUTpOse, among
other lh!n%:] of establishing maximum and mminjmym, ¢r maximum or lr_\‘!nlmum rates
for radial} hway common and highway éentract carriers, and reaspnible and sufl-
clent rated for common carrlers, for the transportation of producls of agricolture,
[ncluding livestock. .- R Ve §ne oL - ooty s
- Ceose No. [#48 .1s an Investizatlon.instijuled by the Commlssion on fts ¢wn
inotlon, fot the purpose, amorg other thinzs, of establishing maximum ard minimum,
¢r maximum or minlmum, rates for radial highway commnen and highway contract
carrlers, for the transportation of any and all ccramoditles. Fart 0" I3 the phase
relating (o lvestock Cransportation. C T B -
- . Case No. J123 s an Investigation instituled by the Commlsslon on its own
motlon for the purpose of estadlishing rates, charges, classifications, tules, vegulas
Iion.;, coplracts ard practlces for the lransportation of livestock Ly all common
carriers. . .. L T POt , .
) ade' No. §962 ts'a ghisjenston proceeding fnvolving a proposed canceliation by
1all lines of certaln round-trip rates ayplying for transportation of feeder cattle from
Kalina and Stronghold (en the Greal Northern Rallway) to Montezuma, Willota,
Wordland, Sacramento, Marysville and Chico (on the Sicramehto Northérn Rallway)
mtd to Sacramento, Marysville and Oroville (on the Western Pacific Rallroad) and
returm, © - AL R R
Case No. 1#4f Is an Investigaticn instituted by the Commission on fis own
motion [nto rafl yates for the transportation of feeder livestock, for the purgose nf
determining whether or not such rates are unreascnable or ctherwise unlawful
_ A::}Hccuos No. #964¢ Is an arpllcation of ral) lires under Section €3 of the
Fublic Utllitles Act Lo Increase single Jice rates’'¢n caﬂeo,hd shipments of livéstock
and 16 publish rates on 3 “cents yer 100 pourds™ basts, --- - = 0 7 e E -
- - lmportani ameng the thanées relerred to were the énactment éf the Mighway
Carrlérs® Act (Statutes of 1335, Chapter 223, as amendéd) which directed the Com-
mlssfon to esfablich maximuia or minimum or masimum and minlmum rates for the
frarsporlation of Jivestock by highway carrlers, and the enactment of Scetion’ $1(d)
of the Public Utilities Act (Statules o{ 1337, Chipter T11) which provided & Yasls for
co-ordinating the rates of the seéveral formis of for-hire transport. - .4 -t~ 0 -+
‘. SThe term ‘Tivestock™ as used In thls report embraces callle (both beef and
dairy), calves, sheep, lambts, goats and hogzs. R . . A
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Durmg the years 1929 to 1933 there was a severe depresswn in
the livestock industry caused by a decline in markel prices. l)urmd
the five-year period from 1933 through- 1937, however, market priees
advanced and the tofsl farm value of catile, sheep aud hogs in Cali-

fornia inereased more than 100 pér ‘cent. The estimated value of meat

animals produced in 1937 (mcludmg the wool yield) was $70,897,000.
The record does not indicafée to ‘what' !exlent the economic condition
of the industry niay ‘have chanoed durmo 1938, ‘althotigh * it 'docs
appear that durmg the early months pnces weré foi!owmg a do“n-
YM!.rd trend. - EE RTINS Temn
Cahfornla is reeocrmzed aé a state \\hlch préndes more fa\orable
feedmg And grazing coudlt:ons for lnestock Ihan do mos‘ olher
\vestern states. 'l‘h)rly-se\en Tillion’ acres, mer 3a per r.ent of the
stale s area, are devoted o National Forest rcservc-s Indian’ resena-
imns and pubhc domam, much of which territory is used for grazm«
purposes.’ In addmon there is consxderab‘[e ph\ately-omml unde-
velopdd land a\allable for stock raxsmg, _and much dewloped land
upon which grazing is permllted during éertain seasons of the yéar.
Between the years 1931 and 1935, the Stale’s population of caitle
increased 16 per cent, sheep 113 per cent and hogs 25 per cent. The
population in 1933 was distributed geographieally as follows:*

) Caltleand
o Celces Goals
District— e -

i XNo.of Per No.of Per No.of ~

Head cent Head cent . Head

Nortbern California 0 830,200 39,200 .
. Sacramento Valley.__._. 1785300 - 775,000 . 103,100 -
. IRRedwood Fmpire 192, ) 407,200 ’ 21,600
. Central Californis . 383,800 - oo 00
San Joaquin Valley T 454,400 £2300
Coast Countles.________ 275,600 00,400 C 00
. Bouthern California. 59,600 126,100 . 112600
. Traperial Vailley A 63,400 13,100 -

Total .. 2131600 100 2,724,100 459500 100

Skeep and jloga

From 250, 000 to 500000 head of eattle are shipped into Cahforma
cach fall and winter from the states of Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico,
Utah, Colorado and Te‘ﬂﬁ, for feeding and fattemng purpo»&. A Jarg=

¢In com lso the &.hfom!a farm value of cxlrus frmls rcdaced dur!ni I
way $35371,000 hay $53,113,000; gra s Il 118,008 s colton and cotlonseed §38

o00; leduce !u 210,000; pea.ches $19, barley $I8,994,000; beans §17 588, 000-
wheat §18,033,000; nuts §14,659,609; ;rnn(s ‘H (X H tatoes $31,918,608; toma”
oea I 1°tso ooo. sugar beets 3103 £,000; apricols H 18600; and cantaloupes

$5.%

. 'Populaslon :tausuca are bastd on Unlted States CQms ol' A !cuuure unu-
ary 1935, Figures shown in {able are taken from Table 1E rz 1 of ''Ca llomla
Livestock Statistics™ by George A Scott, Agricultural Statisticlan, Califurn'a D(p\
ment of Agriculture, tober 1937
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Item No. 10—EATES WHICH RAIL OABBIERB m AUTHOB
IBZ‘FD TO ESTABLISH IN LIEU OP THEIR PRESENT

{Rates are in Ceats per 100 poundg)

- MALES - - - 5 . - FAT LIVESTOCK
Pl But : Cattle Hwep, [0 Calves, 80 o
: Hogs, 1D Caled, Iy Higs, 8D Sheep, 8D
10} 3 . 15 )
12, ' 17
13, y 19
. - 16 20
15 . [, ) 21
lu : 9 3
16 ° g o 7 2
18 : -
19 H - i
10
20 -
22 -
o3 -
23 -
23 ]

i

SERBELEBERERRREERY

A

725

75

800

&5 - 80
S0 i TS
§5 . W0
L L) B £ 2 51
w5 0 050
LOr ) BRSO (¥4
915 ., 1000

DI —Douvtle deck cars.
I —Single deck cars,




Item No. 100_MAXIMUM RAIL RATES —5
(Rates are in Cents per 100 pounds) :

MILES FATLVESTOCK FEEDER LIVESTOCR . i number of these motve into the San Joaquin and Sacramento valleys.
ahpo T e avor T ey Betweén 400,000 aud 500,000 head of sheep and lambs are also shipped
and -

. . . 0 Q ll = ' » - - - -
G Bh Bt outnso | e {r'-?- : ﬁﬁ"? & _Goats, s ! into the State annnally for breeding .purposes or for fattening in

15 16 RENTY 14 California’ pasturés. Qregon and Nevada supply the greater sharé of
}f‘f s g N £ AT o _:.:,—,7-;15-:_.{ these,. altiongh Arizona: and Utah are also important contributors.
19 20 $. . AT : Hogs shipped in from other states are ordinarily slatightered imnmie;
5‘1) E g - DL A [ .oy : diately land are scldém held for:fuither. feeding.. In addition to the
23 . 24 o)1 19200 ! foregoing imports, Iargé numbers of cattle, sheep and hogs are slupped

’ SRR B o 2y ' mto Catlifornia for imvmediate slaughter:: ..: ;. . T I
.- In years past; hogs were imported into Cahforma in gréat num‘bers
from Kansas and Nebraska, : Cattle were imported from Arizona, New
Mexico, Texas, Nevada and Utah, and sheep were obtamed in large
guantities from Nevada, Utah,; Idaho and Oregon. In recent years,
however; due to droufrht cozldlllons in certam of thosc states and more
fa\'orable feeduw condlhons in. Cahforma, llus s!ale is now _raising
the greater proporllon of its to!a! consumphon d S e e gt

coog S
: P i

Markotlng Method‘s o

E . [ The most common means of markelmﬂ h\cstock n through tlle

g: . 42 ) publlc lnestock markets locatcd at San F‘ranelsco, Los’ Ancreles aud
- ' Stockton.”  Under this me!hod stock” is’ =h1pped by the producem

gn; B TT o into ﬂtod\) ards ‘'adjacent to the’ pubhe markefs and is there weighed
33 o ) and graded Sales to packmv Louses are then negoliated through
30 49 ; comlms.ﬂon l:rol\cl\ Olhor popular means of wmarketing ]ncstock
10 T h i

41 B - .. *The lo\hwlng table shows the origin c-l' Iivestock moved Into the Squth San
43 Franelsco Union Stockyards during the year 1%37. So far as diversily of origin

13 ints Is concerned, the slatemrent 13 sald 1o be ta!r!y representative of the movement
11 nto Stocklon ard i.03 Angeles o

15
46
47
1S
49
50
51
62
063
o1
55
. T
- B7
58
- 59
G0
Gl
G2
63
G
G5
o5
GT
GS
69

Callle Celees Skeep  Hogs

Stateof - = .  aus D
Origin— r\'u:}ber. Per . Number | . Number Per

. . ) .
Head M pread M frear <o

™3 D401 H 125,176 62 .-

5 1017 . Tras 1.

12 600 50306 29
Nerada ¢ - 432 L -~ S
Utah 3 1 . 1,262 1 -
Other Statrs 1 429 7632 i

Total .__-.102067, 100 1200 100 201,283 100

+ . " Fhe term Public Live Stock Markets,” refers to lhowe markets falling vnth!n
the definitlon of stockrards, as contalned in the Packors and Stocluards Act 1521,
43 Stat. L 1538, ‘The act mentioned provides es follows: .-~ '

“IWhen used In thls title the term ‘stockyard’ rre:ms any place, - -
. establistment, or facllity commonly known as stockyards, cendocted or -
., operated for compensa.lion or profil as a pudlic market, consisting of pens,
i &r cther entlosures, and thelr appurtenances, In which live cattle, s a-ep.
swine, horses, muh.s, or goats are received, held, or hi‘ for sale or shi ﬁ—
ment in commerce. ‘The title shall not a;;ly to a stockyard of which the
area normally avallable for handling live stock, exclusive of runs, ane)s,

or passageways, Is less than (wenly thousand square feeb'™

§lhma583

88‘32?3283338&‘1‘3:‘“83382888%&38&}S
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arg (1) through . :th¢ eonduct .of auctions by - livestoek : cooperative
associations al scle=éted pointsin tlie rural prodneirig areas, (2) through
direct negotiatioms bdetween - producers and - k‘epresentatnea of -the
packing houses, (C3) through kales to butchers iu the rural arcas for
local consumptio m, (4) : throngh Gommission -meérchants Iocated at
points removed: = from public - livestock - markets,: and ¢ (5) through
shipments on coxnasignment direetly to - the packing housed. In‘ each
instante transpom-tation charges - are. deducted : frém: the sales price
before remittances is made to the prodicer, of, when purchase is made
at the producing poinfj’ate considéred in arriviug’ at the sales price.

'-\Iatketnw ofc: livetock in' Cnhforma is heavier” duting lhe Sprmlj
anASUmmer momthe althouob ‘the trend is toward é more e\on dis’
'tnbutlon tln‘onglnont thé * year 6 aa to’ avhid ‘a- ﬂoodmu “of bihrkets
and consequent A1 nsrupnon of prices. Thc Iargest number of s!auohter
caltle conies fron—y grass- tcd eattle on the s!ates carly fccdmg ranves
but many of - th=cse eattlc are put into’ commereial fecd lofs ‘6F on
pastures for fina 1 “lecdings ard finishing, and the marketing season is
thus extended so anewtal. Callle markcled monthly from dalr) lierds
also eoutnbute t:onanl unlformll) in monthly dnspasala Calf sales
are lleauer in A lzml md . May, but ¢n the vhole are relah\ely umerm
iltrouohont the y>ear. More than 70 per‘cent of California produced
lambs are nnrkete«] from March to J une 1nc1nsm. Hog sales are
mamtamcd at ™ ccmparatively uniform le\el month after momh
largcly as a restoall of stabilized produetlon at garbage feeding estab-
lishments,* and ¢>f the fact that they are raised under widely varying
climatic conditio ms, 0 that the estremes of high and low production
are minimized.

Livestock Movemenr—ts

. Cattle and  sheep are fod largely ‘on natural forage and, conse-
quenll), must b» e moved from place to place as climatic conditions
change. Cattle are gencraH) movad to the higher mountain ranges
durmc' the suinroner pornths and relurucd to their home ranges in the

fall. | It is not W nusu ' For eattle to b shippad from pne feeding point

to anolhcr as nn_any &5 three times prior t6 the: shlpmcnt to market.
Sheep, m addit = on to mo\lnv from range (o range as {he seasons of
the year vary or~ asnew forage is located, are often permitted to feul
in vineyards anc1 barley  flclds after the crops have been harvested.'
When read>~ for slvughter, the livestock is shipped to stockyards
al the marketin gz peint and is tramferrcd to the corrals of the indi:
vidual s!aughtcL ‘houses  after the sales have been ‘made, or is shipped
directly to lhe slauohtel house. Behvcen 50 and €0 per “cent of the

AL prox[mat&l!’ one- lhl-d of lhe hogs nnrl.ettd In the state are produced in
garbage feeding es®ablizhments adiacent ta the Y.os Anxeles and San Franclsco met-
ropolitan areas

Item No GO—FEEDER RATES (Goncluded)

ratcs mll not apply ‘to thpm(‘lﬂs of hivestock mtondod for slaughter
\\ﬂlllp '30 daw from date’ nf arrival at estination,

Item; No 70——PEEDING IN-TRANSIT;;

ﬁulm ami regula\]ons of cmmnon (arnem bv ran[mad in elfqd on
the date of the order {o which this is appended and app)mablc 1o inter-
state -movements of livestdek fal in teansit within California, ishall
apply in California, e\cept lhat l!ie lmnslt 0]!.1fgc for $uch prnllog,e
shall be $1000 per cqq- , o

Item No SO-—MISOELLANEOUS RULES AND REGULATIONS

Rulcs and rcgul'ahons of l’PQpOII(I(‘IJIl carriers in’ t}us proeeedma
apphcable to the !ntemlate transportation of Jivestock, anil not incon-
sistent with the prov 1510119 oi‘ t]m 'nppendn clnall appl\ (0 the rdtes
prov 1ded herem

bor

Item No. 90—MINIMUM WEIGHTS | RS
Ratc&. are subject to the folloumu munmum mrload w:whls for

cars 36 feel 7 mclms and lmdrr (mslde measnrement), sub_]oct to
\'ote 1: - . - i

£ !‘- f v . :

¥at Cattle __ SRR : oL 21000 pounds
Fat: (‘al\cs AL s1:10|e deckil______ ti-—-2 16,000 pounds
‘ double dock . - 23,000 pounds

_single deek_ - 16,500 pounds

Fat- llo% ' 2 double decks 24 24,000 pounds
Fat Sheep PR S single deck. . . 12,000 pounds
Fat Sheep . : double deek .. LI 20000 pounds

Feeder Catile i S pounds
Feeder Hogs' - _____1._____single deck:. ; ; i pounds
Feeder Hogs - ; double deck. . _____ Ciee- 22,000 pounds
Feeder Shcep ceem— oo tsingle deek oo il . 12,000 pounds
Feeder Sheep. s doub!e deck: . 20000 péunds
NO [‘h l~l~or cach fool or fmchon of a fool in (‘\ecsx 01’ 36 fect 7
T inchies in lebgth add the following to the mmimum weights
o provided for cars 36 feet 7 mchc» in dength: -

On éaltle, or hogs, in doublc dock ears_ : L 650 pounda
On Cdl\(\ in double déck cars oy : - 625 pounds
On sheep and goats, in double deck e 525 pounds
On hogs, in single deek ears___: - L : =523 pounds
On calves, in smvle deck cars _ < 400 pounds
On shecp and goak m single dmk (am-----_-_‘__j ....... 400 pounds

0~
-1




APPENDIX *'D*

Item No. 10—APPLIOCATION OF APPENDIX-—TERRITORIAL

Rates, rules and regulations provided in the appendix herein will
apply to transportation between all points within California served by
railroad.

Item No. 20-APPLICATION 'OF- APPENDIX—CARRIERS

Rates, rules and regulations provided in the appendix herein will
apply to all single line and joint linle rail movements, except single line
movements over the lines of; carriers pamed jp Note 1.

Nove 1.—Amador Central Railroad Company; The Arcala
and Mad River Railroad Company; Bay I'oint and Clayton Rail-
road Company; Bucksport and Elk River Railway Company;
California Central Railroad Company; California Shasta and
fastern Railway Company ; Califoinia Western Railroad Naviga-
tion Company; Caming, Placeryille and Lake Tahoe Raitroad Com-
pany; Indian’ Valley' Halfrédd CornYhany :* MeCloud River Rail-
road Company; Modesto and Empire Traction Company; Nevada
County Narrow Gauge Railtodd Company; Dacifie Coast Railway
Company; Quiney Railroad Company; Sanfa Maria Valley Rail-
road Company; Stérrd’ Rallréhd:Cohipans; Stockton, Terminal
and Fastern Railroad; Sunset Railway Company; Tonopah and
Tidewater Railroad Company, Ltd.; Trona Railway Company;
Ventura County Railway Company; Yosemite Valley Railway
Company; Yreka Western Railroad Company.

L O U R A T U EEEENY N

Item No. 30—APPLICATION OF APPENDIX—CGOMMODITIES

Rates, rules and regulations provided in the appendix herein, will
SRR el BEERER A fo0 TPt

apply on Ordinary Live Stock, viz.: Cattle, Calves, Hogs, Sheep, Lambs

or Goals, excepl such as are chiefly valiable for breading, racing, show

purposes or other speeial use:

PP I S
BT IS RIS B I

Item No. 40—ARBITRARIES FOR JOINT LINE HAULS

1 T
H

For joint li}uc‘!n/afl;[sﬁin\'o'ly_,ing cue r mare of the cayriers namaod in
Item No. 20, Note 1, there will be added to thé rates provided in [tem
No. 100, 6} cents per 100 poundds.

Item No. 60—COMPUTATION OF DISTANCES

Rates shall be computed according to the vail mileage via the
shortest route over whieh carload trafie can be moved without transfer
of lading.

Item No. 60— FEEDER RATES

Feeder rates providal herein will apply only to livestock shipped
for feeding or fattening purposes and upon which a common carrier by
railroad receives a subsequent hanl within a period of one year. Feeder

(46)
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lotal amount of livestock consumed in this staté moves throngh publie
stockyards, the balance going directly to the packing plants ‘for
slaughter> Range fed .cattle arfe; oftén sent to comimercial feeding
yards for market conditioning prior to their- being shipped to:the
packing houses for slaughter. Sheep are usually. shipped to market
directly from the range. . Hogs are seldom fed on nafural forage and;
hence, are usually made ready for market at the production points. _
- . In_addition, there is a sizable movement of dairy herds from old
l‘%?!iil.rﬁ:{p;i‘eﬁ 4ncs i(_qifflhe purpose of ‘freshening up ‘the hérds and
obtaining forage. In the dairying areas cows are shipped from dairies
to sales yards, from sales yards to dairies, or from dairies or sales yards
to consiining markets.'*, - R

_The -foregoing movements mnay be accomplished by the use of
rail or {ruck transpdriation, or by driving, . Vessel earriers transport
a simall ‘amount 6f hogs and sheep from delta farms along the Sacra-
nmento and San Joaquin rivers to markets in the San Francisco Bay
area. Olherwise, vessel carriers do not appear to participate in the
livestock: traflic to any. material extent." Livestock {raftic is being
diverted i from rail to truck carriers in an ever-inereasing degree,
although rail carriers have retained a large part of the feeder move-
ment, due probably. to' the fact that large liérds or flocks must be
moved at'gne time ‘and trucks of sufficient number or capacity to
perform the service are seldom available, The prineipal factors which
bave influenced the treiid from rail to truck transportation appear to
be (1) that trucks will pick up and deliver at the ranch whereas
stock {ransported Ly -rail must be driven or hauled to and from the
1ail loading and unloading points; (2) that trucks atford a speedier
serviee, . thereby reducing shrinkage losses;" and (3) that the level
of going rates for through tralnsportalipn by truck has been lower

ERT N

Sty ; [ [

* The markel conditloning at the fced yards ordinarlly consists of feeding Lhe
mu’lre ground beet pulp or collonseed cake or meal, together with hay and selected
tgralns, © - - R L. Lt o . = F T i i

_ W =ales yards, located [n the vicinity of da!rr farmey, conduct a business of sell-

ing or excharglng cows,  Dalrymen sell cows which kave outlived productive useful-
ness, and buy rew énes to replace them. O cows at dalrles and at sales yards are
generally sold to packirg houses. & ¢ .3 Gae Ly T TN IR

1 Fat livestock, whether moved to market by raill or truck, s subject to shrink-
age In welght which increases in ropottion to the elapsed thme In (ransit: Accord-
ing to the time In transit, the time of day and the time 6f year when it s shipped
livestéek may shrink up to { yor cent when moved by truck and probably somewhat
more when moved by rail e,

The record thows that s shipped by rail take approximately 30 houfs t6 go
from Hanford, Visalla and Tulare to Los Angeles. By truck the same shi ments
fake 3} hovrs  From Gerber lo South San Franclsco the frucks are about 3 hours
faster than the rallrodd.  From Willlams the truck time to San Franclsco is bilween
13 and 3} hours; the rail time from 16 to 24 houre  Froim Kern County polnts to
Ins Angeles by trick Is about 7 hours, from Ventura Counly polnts to Los Angeles
about 2§ hours; whils Lhe average raflroad time from these two polnts 1o Los Angeles
is betwieen 12 and 24 hours  In San Luls Obispo County, from a rinch located 5¢
miles froni the rallroad, the time by truck to thé Lns Angeles market [s aboot L 1
kours ; it would take 4 days to drive the cattle froma the same ranch to the rail load-
Ing polnt. A shipper located 45 miles from the Gaviola Statlon testified It formerly
took him 24 hours to drive hly cattle to the raliroad corral at that point and move it
by {al;!) to Los Angeles. Trucks now take them from his ranch to Los Angeles In 7
or urs, :
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than rail ratés plus:the cost of moving the 'stock fo and from' the
raithedde 't ~ 0 7D n hooplo sane o0 i T
. i [The following table introduced by a witness for:the California
Cattlemen’s Association shows the distribution of shipments of cattle
as between ‘truck and rail carriers, classified by origin territories, for
the heaviest shipping perinds of each territory in 193777 - ~+1 wi° -

e,

PEoe

i
1

SHE cr ot e et b L By Pk By Reil—
- Distriet .. . .. . Coxnly .. . .  Number Per Numder Per .
L ofHcad Cent of Head Cent.

s s Tl RESEFCINEINTS I /< | BRI AT
Northern 2354 . . .
California | 1652 . '

2051
8998

Ll

A 1 1,003

- Central . Sacramento ,

© Califernia Santa’ Cruz. - i

Po.r . o . Stanislags .. Ll S 1,147
: . 5313 .-

559 °
‘,-!,‘,;t—_ . il _' S OG0
San Joaquin . : 006 473 -
Valley San Joaquln - Q 1674 L
"7 Kiogs R - 638
Tulare - ] . 11342
Sub-total . 23,003

. Southern - © 7 Imperial - ’ 12472
California . Kemn B . 4032
R -~ Sants Barbara _____. - . 2,027

Sab-total ®ZS 8 19431

GRAND TOTAL... 225631 72 ST.608

" It will be noted that with the exception of certain counties in
northern California, the fruck is by far the more popular medium
for the transportation of cattle. This is true also in connection with
transportation of sheep and hogs, except that rail movements of these
two' kinds of stock are relatively greater than rail movements of
caitle.’? ) _ o :

. 13 A pepresentalive of the Southern Pacific Company testifled that his company
handles about 75 per cent ¢of the livestock moving by rall in Californla. ~ An exhibit
Introdocéd by him, showing the movement by his company for Lhe ?'ear 1331 ¢om-
pared with 1319, Indicates that shiproents of catile and calves Ly rall in 1937 declined
io 3).8 per cent of the 1328 movement. Shipmenls of sheep and goats In single deck
cars deciined to 11.6 per cent; sheep and goatls In doudle dick cars to 54.1 per cent;
hogs in single deck cars to 336 r cent; and hogs In double deck cass to 430 per
cent, of the trafic handled fn uz?,e . : o

.

. E 3;\'1"‘. )
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History and Peesent Status of Rail Rates: -~ ... 7 -0t 0l iep L g
-1 Ptior to 1924, r4il rates for intrastate transporta tion of livestock
in’Califérnia were statéd in dollars per car aud publi shed én-a point-
to-point basis:i The ‘comodity -deseriptions ‘'Cattle - NOS,”’ ‘Sheep
NOS’* anid **Iogs' were einployed and rates usually zapplied cither on
fat or feeder stock* although-a few. feeder rales were maintained
hetween cotintey points:: In 1924, representatives of livestock shippers”
associations and ‘of the railreads held négotiations looking toward the
establishhient of a maximun scale of rates for livestoe Y transp ortation,
to-be publishéd oh.a mileage. basis. . The livestock: interests :sought,
principally; the establishuent of a differeitial betweséu rates: for fat
and feeder. stock. i The vesult of these negotiations w-as the voluntary
establishimeit by the rail lines in August 1924 of the sealled “Cali-
fornia seale.’’ This seale, published in dollars per ¢ar~,. was construeted
generally as follows: The feeder callle rates in the so—called *© Arizona-
California seale’’®* were adoptéd as the feeder cat.-tle rates for the
California scale. Fat eatlle rates were based thereon 50 asto mainfain
a relationship of 100 and 85 per cent respectively : between: fal and
feeder ¢attle, Double and single deck rates for sheep . (fat and feeder)
were made 110 per cent™ aud 80 per cent respecti~wely of the corre-
spouding cattle rates. Rates for hogs in single deckc cars were made
90 per cent of the fat cattle rates. The scale did ol provide rates
for feeder hogs lower than those applicable on fat  hogy nor did it
provide spevifie rates for hogs in double deek carss. Usder a tariff
rule, however, double deck rates for hogs eould ye constructed by
taking 170 per.cent of the corresponding single deck rates per ear.
The scale coulained a provision for assessment . of a branchline
arbifrary charge of $3.50 per car and was publisheck to altermate with
point-lo-point rates then in effeet. ' ’

M The term “fat livestock™ is used genernlly to deslimxte animals ready for
Immediate slaughter. The term “fecder- livestock™ §s ordinarily psed to describe
anlmals which require further feeding. In Californla “feedeer” lisestock Incjudes
Vhat are sometimes called “stocker” animals + These are ussually immatare stock
used Lo replenish herds on the range. Stockers may be fed fxom ope O two years,
whereas feeders require only from onz 1o six months' feecling before tlanghter.
The hundred welght value of feeder stock often approaches tha ¢ of fat stock and, for
that réason, the description of stock for shipplng purposes Wryequertly depends on
current market prices at time of shipmept. If the market pri«ces are good\:the Uye-
stock may be described as “fat” while the 1dentical animals Ira A poor market might
be ehipped (o a feed yard as “feeder stock, 1o awalt better maurket prices. . .

1 Thée Arlzona-California scale was prescrived by the Inte rstate Comimérce Com-
misslon In Amerioan Lirestock Assoclation va Sowthera Paclfi«x Company, 8L C. C.
317 (decidcd Fanuary 7, 1%13). In that case, rates for feeder— Llivestock Wele estab-
Jished at $5 per cent of rates for fat stock. A charge of 52.50 for tranch-1ne hauls
and §5.80 for jolnt-linge hauls was provided. In Arizong CaltBe Groxers Ansoclalioa
vs. Apache Rditrocd Co, et al, 101 1. C. C 181 (decidad Jul y 21, 1333) ke feeder
rates were reduced to 50 per cent of the rates for fat stock ann «d the branch-line arbdl-
trary atoilshed. The Californla rcale reflected the general Irn creases and redoctions
which cocuited In the Arizona-Californla scale durlpg the VW Orld war ?ﬁﬂod" and
froned out a blanket of rates for distances between 478 2nd 5“2 5 miles, whick banket
had resuited from the application of percentage reductions prleor 15 132 4. S

BTn U, M. Slater, et al. va. Sontheérn Paciflc Compary, &t ol (14 1. C. . 641)
declded December €, l"il. the Interstate Commercs Commiss ion found thal per car
rates for the transporiation of sheep In double deck cars frorm points In 1daho, Ore-
gon and Nevada to polnts In California should not exceed by  more tham 14 per cent
the corresponding cattle rates




— 10 —

APPENDIX *“'B"

In July 1930, this Commission found rates on fat cattle and sheep
in double deck cars from points in the Luperial Valley to Los Avigeles
unreasonable -to'the ¢xtent that they excecded rafes based on -the
Arizona-Califofnia scale®. Again, in October 1933, it preseribed a
scale of mileage rales (the socalled ‘26§14 scale’’) somewhat lowet
than the California scale, 1o apply on fat sheep in single and double
deck ¢ars?? :Thé' Commission alsp fotind in that proceeding that fat
edttle rates provided in the California’scale had not been shown to be
unreasonable; ‘but- that fodder ecaftle ‘rates were unréasonable to' the _
extent they execeded the rates for fat'sheep preseribed in thé decision. Name of Shipper
While' the territorial application of the order Was limited,: the scale i . .
used: was adépied in niI:fxqrous subsequeint proceedings, so that, with Addreas of Shipper——--oo-oovooeeenos Tiggidrm of Consigaee
mindr éxéépiions, it is iow preseribed as & maximum scale for state- Precise Point of Precise Poiot of
wide application on sheep in single o double deck cars.  Pablished in Origin e sugeenyzz,y Destination
cents pér 100 pounds, the 26414 s¢ale constifuted the first major depar- Gross
ture it this state from the long-established method of stating rates in - ) :";tf; K_"’:;;‘ ﬁ’f:,‘.’-",ﬂi‘fii bl dogd
doMars perear. -+ -+ 1 f .. o oo “ tote ) Lintect G
"t While these infrattate ratés were undergoing adjusinient, changes
were faking'place inh interstate -‘rafes for livestock nioving between
points it California and points in adjacent states. - In 1927 California
livestock interests negotiated with the railreads for the ‘¢stablishment
of a mileage scalé of rates betwéen Utah, Nevada and California. The
Yesult of these negotiations was the adoption of a seale of mileage rates
in’dollars per car for fat and fecder eattle and sheep between points in
Nevada and Utah on the one hand, and points in California on the other.
This scale is generally referred to as the “*Nevada-California seale. 18
i In Docket 17000 Part 9, Livestock—Western District Rales, 176
LC.C.'Y (dceided June 8, 1931), the Interstate Commerée Cotamission
preseribed maximum rail rates for interstale application throughout

LIVESTOCK SHIPPING ORDER AND FREIGHT BILL

e R 1, Ao e

o

NAME OF CARRIER

IS AR R R ]

M California Llcestock Commission, et al. v3. Seuthers Pacifie Co., ef al, Case
No. 2411, Declslon No. #2851, July 8, 1330, reported 25 CRC. 31, - :
- M WWoodward-Beanetl Pocking Compa?v, ¢f al. vs. Southern Perifie Co, €t al,

Case No. 2300, Decliston No. 25114, Octoter p 1313, The basls of rales prescribed fn
that declsjon was tha “C Caclus scale!” The Concho-Cactus scale arose out of
1.C.C, Dotket No. 20549, Concho Livestock Co, et ol ve. A. T. & 5. F. Ry. Co., ¢f al,
178 LC.C." 541 (deckird Septemd<r 19, 1331). That procecding Involved clairas fof
reparation on livestock movirg between Arlzona and California. Rates were charged
on the bisls of the Arizona-Californla scale. Rates wege soughl on the basis of the
Cactus scals, orlginally established In ALritora Pocking Conipany vs. A. E. R. R. Co,,
$1 1CC. 115 (decided June 317, 1923).  The lafter scale was In cents per 109 pounds
ard applied on beef (fat) cattle only. The Interstate Commerce Commission in the . .
Concho case adopted tha Cuctus scale for application on fat sheep in double deck ' Accessorial Charges
cars, and eslablished rates for Ceeder sheep at 85 per cent of the same scale. The ’
Concho scale was prescribad for Teparatlon purposes only, as rates for the future had . Otber Charges
r.!rsady Ieen fAixed by the Interstale Commerce Commission upon the Docket 17000
scale. - - . - . L T N - . 2
3 The Nevada-California ecale was published fn dollars per car on the basls of . Prepaid
the California scale up to §00 miles. * Bevond that distance the rate of progression : i N 5
was geneeally §3.50 per car for cach 23-mile block Pates for two-line hauls were - Total 10 CotTeat
made by adding an arbitrary chatge of §8.50 per car for distances less than 508 Note 1.—State whelber catile, calres, sheep or hogs, ele

. - - & - * Sy & Al -

miles. Branch-lire arbitrarles were not ¢stablishied. - . A . N
T i * e Note 2.—State whether hoof weighls, vebicle scale weights or estimated weights,

: - R .
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Petty, Don E., for Livestock 1aylers’ Assocuuon ard Bay Hasnulers' Association.
Renscick, E. 0. and W. I, Fore, for Un!on "Pacifie Railroad.

Rhode, Walter A., for San Francisco Chamber of Commerce.

Sawyer, B. 8., and R, E. C‘rauda" lor Atsocutcd Jobbers &: Manuf:cturers
Skearer, D. a., Ior Certlﬁcated Highway Carriera, Ine. - :

Simpion, J. O, for Wholesale Fruit & l‘roduce Assodalion ot San Fundaco
Sommers, J. 0., for Stockton Chamber of (nmmerce

Stern, Edward, for Railway Express A;ency, Inc

Sfﬂcarl. J. 5., for Atmour & C'o. R

Sfcu:arf. L. II.. for Fred Gill & Sone.

Stescard, L. IT. and Aleg Qoxld, for Sterling \leat Corporauon, Cornehu Brotheu,
144, Merchants Packing Company, Newmiiket Companyj. Standsrd Packing
Gompany. Unlon Yacking Cowmpany, Coast Packing Cowpany, United Dressed
Beef Company, Gorman & Mornkeim FLivestock Comtimission Co, D. H. Lilly-
white Company, Sovibwest Cemsission Co., California Iavestock Commisslon
Co., Washburn & Condon, Great Western the;tock (‘omm!ss!on Co, Ihmpton
YAtestock Commission Oo

Steswart, L. I, and Mc!co!m E. Stescart, for C‘ahl’orma Go!!on 011 Corporalion, J.
Q. Boswell Company ard Producers’ Cotton Oit Company. y

Stone, W. G, {or Sacramento Chamber of Gommerce ) )
Thacker, Perey 0., for Pioneer Truck and Trapsfer. -~ - P PRI

TAompson, Roy B. and Edsard M Bcrol for Truck Ovwnery’ Assocmtion of C'ah~
fornia. . 0 . !

Wade, IT. )., for McClaln Trucking Compan;.
Waealker, R. }., for Spreckels Sugar Co.

Wedekind, R. B, for Scuthern I"acifie Cowmpany, Ssn Diego & Arizona },&atern
Railway, Nortbwestern Pacific Railroad Company, Visalis Flectric Railway,
Pelaluma and Santa Rosa Railroad Company, Sacta Maria Valley Railroad
Company, Pacific Motor Tran<:-ort and FPacifie \lolor ‘Trutlm; Company

Wilcor, Charles, for J. D. Maynard Co.

Wilcor, Edwin Q. for Cavners Feague of California and Dried Fruit Assocuuon
of (‘.ahfomh

Woltcrs, I. I, for Golden State Company, Itd, anid Californta Dairy Council.
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“‘Mountain-Pacific’’ territory,'* of which . California is a part, thus
superseding both the Arjzona- Cahforma aml the Nevada- Cahforma

lransportatxon m lhls state. In gcnera!, ;t 1: lower than the Lahforma
or 26414 scales, but higher, thau sopae of the pomt t&pomt rates cur:
rently :in effect in this state, . . ., .

. In Declsmn No. 30761 m Appllcatl?n No. 21603 the ge?ergl le\el
of mtrg:\.qtate lueatock rates by raxl . Was honzontahy mcfeased b-pet
cent on. Aprll 15 ]938 Iollomua the honzontal mcreases in ratgs on
mterstate lweatock uuder Ez Pan‘c 33 on, March 28 f93«§’ (2‘26
ICC 41)._,' ; o

; As the result of the foregomg, lhe pr%en ntrasta!e rall rate
structure for )neslock transportat on is based ¥ e;"all; as f?llows'
(1) manmum fat ca!tle rates are those estabhahcd \olulllarlly jn 1924
as the Cahforma s»ale, mcreascd 5 per ccnl ‘(2) maxinium ‘teoder
cattle rates are lhose prescnbed b) the Comn_ mion"m the 26314 s.calsef
mcreased 5 per cent (3) maumum fat and:fecder sheep rat& ai-g
those prcbcnbed b) the (,ommrslon m the 26%14 scale, increased 5 per
cent; and (4) maximum 'hog rates are thos¢ \quntanly cs!abhshed in
1924 as lhe Cahforma scale, mcreased 5 per eent ] Nunlerom pomt-
t0- polnt rates, !o“er in \o!ume than those apphcable under the fore-
going. b1se<, are a!so mamtmned In addmon, the Cahforma jscale
of rates on feoder c'mlc and ht and fecder shcep, superseded 85 a
maumum seale by lhe 2(}114 qa!o appb' \\hcnc\ er they producc lower
aogregatc charges than are ‘produced by the laiter sca!e or b) the
pomt -{o-point rates.

For movements of catlle and sheep from home ranves to feedmg
ranges and return, the rails publish numerous so-calted **round trxp
rales, lov.er in \olume than the sum of the ra!es whlch Would other‘
wise be appllcable for the outbound and nturn hauls eomputed sep-
arately. These rates are published on a pomt to- -point basis, there
bemg no mileage scale of round lnp rates.’ The \olume of the round
lnp ratcs is appronmalel) one- and a- ha]f times lhe one~wa) feeder
raté, or the conlinuous mileage rate for feeder livestock under the
Cahforma seale to whlch a stoppmo charge 1s added o

Hislory and Present Status of Trick Rates -0 P
- Trucks began 1o haul livestock to-an appr-.clable extent durmg
this World War period. 'The urgent'demand for truck transportation

of agricultural commodities, caused by acute shorlages of rail cars,

wiNfountaln-Paclfic” tersitory as defined by the Interstate Commerce Commis-
slon comprises i enerally that portion of the United States west of a Line drawn
throogh ﬁane. font., Cherenne, Wyo., Denver, Colo, A!buquerque New 3ex, and
El Paso, Texr, sand fncludes the states of Voash!ngton. Oregon, - Californla, Idaho,
Nevads, Utah and Arlzona, together with the western portlons of konunn, “snmlng
Colorado and New Mexico.

350433




T

P

!ed producem to transport livestoék in theéir ¢wn or hired trucks
After the WaE, ho“'e\er, lransportalion of liv %tock by common carrier
truek hnOS did ot grow apace with dommon ‘earfier irick {rinsporta-
tish of other’ ‘eommodities. | The Commiislou s ﬁlm of tanﬂ‘s in effect
prior to 1935 Ehiow but two eertificated’ motor ' carriers of ll\'eslt)ck
whose rates may be used as eriteria for analyzmd ihe historical back:
r011 d ‘6t ‘truck rat& A carrler Opératmg extenSnel) in éohthern
ahfornla pub]lshed pbint to-pomt truckload - rates Vot hvestbck
¥ (rdles ‘ot kind,’ on 4 grédualéd basis relaled to’ the: ize of "the
‘ehfcles éiployed. o " He also  publishdd hburly rates (o apﬁly betweeli
p_ll mts other than stockyards and packmcr houses The le\e o
r oad rates puﬁhshed b thls Operalor in 1929 for transporlatwn
from Imperlol Valley pomts to Los’ Anceles, appears to bé about
tmce the \'olume ‘of rates contemporaneousl, maintained by thc rail
roads The olher cerhﬁcated truck earner “hose tanff fnrnishes some

trdck]oad bases, oue for movements in a C- whéel lruck and 6- whee)
traller combmahon umts and the other for) movements in’ G\vhee]
trucks Thls carrler s ratcs for truck and trailer load mmements
generall) approumated lhe rall lmes Tates for transportatlon between
rallheads near the namod origin_ and deshnahon points. :

(}ontract or radial hla‘hwa)' commou C‘ll’l‘l(‘l‘ rates prior 10 1935
are not de\clopcd definitely in the roeord In general, however, 1t
appears that contract’ carriér ratcs appromn'ited rail rates for com-
petitive service and were somewhat higher than’ rall rates where the
distance from rallhcad and lhc lime in lransnt \\ere mﬂneucma factors
Jn Ia\or of truck service,

. The tcs!!mon) is in conﬂlct as to the general level of ralcs noiv
belno charged by truck carncrb ‘engagad in lnestock lransporhllon.
:\coo,rdmg 1o some, \ntnc-ssee truck opcrators transport lruck and
traller loads at rall ‘rates for a rai) ‘carload quantity, somelimes \nlh,
but - more often’ mlhout additional charges for transporhhon per-
Vfo nied beyond the railheads or for accessorial services w}nch the rails
do not underiake to render. ’I‘hcse mlnossos cla:mod that seml iraﬂer
or single truck loads of livestock are ordinarily charged from one-
half to two-thirds of the rail per car rates.- On the other:hangd, the
result of a study of ‘‘going’’ truck rates intreduced by a Commission
witness shows that truck rates bear little if any similarity to rates
maintained by rail lines beween similar points and for like distanees.

T _,’ Th!s operatdr's tariff named truck}sad rates for— - o T
7 a f-lon truck and ¢- !on lrziter .. e 3-tontruck ard !mheel traller - *
; .;.b.‘!o uck e T L 3-tontruck - .

e 4-ton truck and {-ton traller L g_ 1}-ton truck -
4. 4-ton truck 1-ton truck

" APPENDIX ‘A"

« .

PO _' 7 Llst of Appegrances .
Aiken, B. R by Ilury JI. Qud«n, {or \;artmcz ]!:mﬂa l"enr Comp.gn)r.
Allen, Kent, fot Hendrix Truck Corpomlum ‘
And’nu. Lton E., for Audrus & ’l‘emhztt TrLckiog (.‘o, .
Anthony, . G, for Cantlay & Tanznt1, lnc. s
Arture, P. J., for Swift & (‘ompany. ‘

Basgh, H. W., for Motor Truck Association ol‘ Soulhem Cl'.hforn!a nnd South‘
weslern \Iotor Tariff Bureau

Buclo!. . J.. for Cerhﬁcalml l]uvhwsy C.lrner\, l!:w1 oulhem C.ahfo;nia }‘n\lghl
i-., Yintsend Sonf.bern Cc?:fornfa Freight }urvmrders. T

Bt‘uingcr. B for Paclﬁc I-,!ecmc Hallr‘\y. HERI A [ .: -
Boyd, R, T, for Souti: Qap l-‘nlnnct:o Upion Sto(kygrd (om?any. e ",

Brcd’alaw, L. N. and Jo!n . Amo:, Jr. for Western Pacifie lttnlro.ld Oon,p:luj'.
- Qacrameqto Norther Halh\ay 'llllevcater %ulbem Itutwa} Compm_v, :nn]
" Delfa’ Finance Co, ;td R . o

Breoks, Clifton E., for l-‘rult He\earch Co .m( nl of (‘ahfomia

Burgin, ¢ 0., for Port of Qtockton S,

Burgin, 0, 0. and J. C. Sommers, for StO(kton ’l‘rafﬁc Burcau

Carrer, J. A, for Rice Growers' Assoclation of California.

Cole, If. E., for Californis Growers & Shippers Protective Leagde.
Cooper, A. I.. and Arthur I1. Qlanz, lor (_'dchhi" Packing Co.- .7~ & .-

Curry, Johkn, for Ca!lfornh Cattkmens Ase ocml!on an-l (‘ahfomh \\ 0o} Grom'rs
: As:ocnalton /

l)nrd A for Cahforma larm ll.u—elu l-‘cdcranon .
Ihftrdmg, T. 4., for Qaklar} Chamber of Commerce. - - ;. - s

Dill, Haro! W., for Truck and Warchouse Association of Qan Dmbo anni ]mp('n:tl
Counties. ;

Doxney, Wallace K., for 'acific Freight Lines and Keystone }.spress Q; sters.

Duffy, G, E. and George T, Hurst, for The Atchmon Topcka & Santa Fe KHailway
and Qanla Fe Transportation Company.

Fifegidlon, M. 8, for Muica) Orange Distributors.
Foley, I. I, for Swift & Company,

Forman, L. J., for Globe Grain and Milling Cempany, Los Angeles (Irain Exchange
and Cahforma IIay, Grain and Peod Association.

Grren, Sam JI., for Califorvis Dairy Courcil.

Hunton, J. M., for Valencia Truck Comgany.

Jacobsen, PAil, for Cantlay & Tanzols, loc.

Keith, Leonard R, for California Packing Corporation.

Lincoln, H. A, for Fibreboard Products Ine.

Maker, E. A, for Automotive Council ¢f Orange Ceunty.

McCurdy, Jokn B, for Poultry Producers’ Associttion of Cenfrsl California.
McCuteckeon, Olncy, Manncn & Grecne, by F. W. Mielke, for The River Lines.
Neill, Robert €., for California Fruit Growers® Exckange.

(41)
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< Thé effeétite date of this order shall be thirty (30) da\e from the

v :
PR 1

date hercof.

i Dated at San Francisco, Cahforma this llth day of- Apnl 1939

1
v .

‘RaV Q. AVAKEFIELD,

P FRANK R. DEVLIN,

CRAY I; lhhm, -

G, C-Baker, T
JL srvs K Cmr\wr,
e : Coinmissionieis:

13 —

The following tablés, drawn from an exhibit in—trodeced by a Cowmis:
sion witness, show truck rates for l,’s‘pi(‘al ‘movrenents compared with
the ébntemp-br‘memh r.nl mk's fm‘ lhe same rnoremente.

S catne ' Sltrp_DD
. Rail’ " Truckemnd le Truclud
2l - 86-pdot - Trillesy | £ - Tréiler -
cqrtoqg ; load

Santa Paula, Cahfornia__.-
- Santa DBaibara, California -
... Pismo, Cah[o;n!a

Kipg City, Califoraia__ K
! Sahnaﬂ. Cahforn!a-- _ 8300 100 00 -

. ‘EL‘ . , Ca!ﬂe'

To. L v 4 Rail” “Track dnd ‘ fead Truclud
. San Frauclsco, Cahfornla r f sefood v TraiZer . 33-food . Treiler
From: , ; ;5, . st ., catload . loa«d . carlosd.  Joak

Stockton, Lal:forma-' . 3500 | .. 83800 1.50 é-ﬂuo :
*'Oakdalé, Cafifornfs__ ! : M ' 4300 i s 6300
- Manteci Califoyoia-i . = act A B0 45(0"

i[lanos Califernis X ... 5200 : ) i

© Dakeisfiald, (‘ahfornh ) 7/ R e
«:S8alinas, Cahfon.-la

Paso Robles, Ca'hfomia

Guadalupe, California

Willows, California 59.00

Margsville, Catifornia____ _._____ 5300 . 5802) . . "250 X

" Rail rates'shown abose are those in effects - conlemporaneously with
irilck ratés dev clopod of record in this procecdmg and do not reflect
the honzonia] increase of 5 per ¢ent in rail  rates on Apnl 16, 1938.
‘lruek rafes of contracl earriérs were not &xflected by ‘that ineréase
except to ‘e extent they may kave been ~ adjutedl \oluntanly by
the carriers, hence the disparitiés between r&ail and truck rates today
are possibly more aggravated. J1 will be xnofed that in some cases
the rail vates are higher than truck rates, while il other cases the

‘opposite Is trae. In §till other mstancos, bute rarely, 1herates charged

by both rail and truck are the same. .

In viéw of the conﬂlélmg ev:dence ment,loned it cannot be deter-
mined definitely to what extent rail rates forxm the base for truck ratw
However, it appears in general that rail raties are observed when the
time required for transportation by truck is cOmparable with the time
required by rail and ‘when the origm andL dmmatmn are not far
removed from rail track facilities. ' When the truck time is substan-
tla“)' less thau the time’ offered by the rails, & Fuck earriers of ten obtain
a somewhat higher rate. ~ When the stock is  picked up i, or delivered
to, points more than five or ten miles remove«d from rail track facilities,
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truck carriers assess approumatel) 50 cents per truck mile for the
additional service beyend the railheads. . Ck

On the whole, the size of truck equ1pment appears to play a greater
part m compehh\e bidding for traffic than does the rate level.
Whereas the rail rates are ordman]y based on 36 foot 6 inch cars, and
are’ mcreased b)- graduated percentaves when larger cars are ordered,
truck carners ‘seldom asess a greater charge for larger equipment.
In’ fact many, frick carriers appear béent on obtaining an ad\antage
oV er the competltors b}"ai’fordma ]arger equ:pment whlle at the same

’I‘he record is not clear as to what charge, lf any, truck camers
ma}-;e in mstanCes wheté’ they pick’ up a full load at more ‘than one
point. : There is some evidence to indicate that charges rangmg from
one dollar to five dollars are assessed for such split pick-up service.

. Rates for the lransportat:on of dairy cows from and to sales yards
are qmte generally assessed on a “per head’’ basis ranging from 60
cents 1o $L 00 ;egardles‘; of weight but depending on the (istance to
be fraversed.. The «* per head’’ basis of rates for dairy cows is due to
the fact that dairymen’send only:their non-productive or tuberculin-
teﬂted cows 10 sales \alds and thus’ s)np one or several head at a tune
A truek operator performs a gathering service, going from one dairy to
anolher until he has acquxred a full truckload.

Truck Cost Studles .

A Commission witness and three carrier witnesses presented com-
prchensne studies showing cstunated costs of trausporlmg cate,
sheep and hogs in various ty pes and sizes of truck cquipment.’  The
following. tables show a comparison of the round-trip costs per vehicle
unit developed by the several witnesses for transporting livestock in
truck-and-{railer, and tractor and semi-traiter equipment.

" COST PER nousn TRIP

OneWay .iecobitu el Lau»imcrl: : .hflon T etk
¢ Miles -{EzXibit No. 5) (Ezhibit No. 12) (Ezkibit l\o 13) [L:ltbt‘ No. 22}

Truckand- Tral'ler Operchos : o
B0 - 21RED ... - 8 1789 82&6-! R 822.25
- 100 . 3448 3383 . 43.65 . 4148
i _4»0) C ; 132.74 - 13"9" 1-1940 o ¢ 16290
L Trcctor cnd th!Trcﬂ'(r Operation©
1) P $ 1364 T8 1580 $ 1113 °°
S 100 - 2599 . ;. 2952 . - -, 3L70 L
4(0 . 1033-! N 11711 RIS 11018 o

- n’:l‘l.'ze cost wilnesses were Co !I. Jacob«en, senior englneer in the Comm!s:lons
Transport&lfon Departments € Landmark of the Livestock 'l'ransporutlon Associa-

tion of Vernon; C Q. Anthon:r Te eseming Carntlay & Tanzo!a.. and 0 . Walk of
'I‘ruck Ownerl Assochtlon o! éa‘l ornia_

rates to. be subject (o the minimum weights set forth in Appemlu
"D" hereto. el

13.- That ' all - ¢arriers who may ibé :deenied.to be: tranSpOrtatlon
companies, as that term is employed in Article X1I, Section 21 of the
Constitution of California, other than carriers subject to the Public
Utilities Aect, be and :they are hereby authorized to charge less for
longer than for shorter distances, to the extent necessary to meet the
rates of compelitive -forms of for-hire fransport for the same f{rans-
portation, under the terins and conditions and in the manner provided
in said tariff designated as Appendix *'C"’ of the order herein.

14. That all common carriers, radial highway common carriers
and highway contract carriers be and they are hereby ordered and
directed lo issue a shipping document for each shipnient received for
transporlalion, showing thereon the names of the shipper and con.
signee, the point of origin and point of destination of the shipment,
a descriplion of the kind and number of head of livestock shipped, a
statement of the weight of the shipment, a statement of the rate
assessed and the charges collected, and a statement of such other infor-
mation as may be necessary fo an accurate determination of the mini-
mum rate and charge applicable under the order herein; and shall
retain and preserve a copy of said shipping document, subject to the
Commission’s inspeetion, for a period of not less than three (3) years
from the date of its issuance; and that the form of shipping document
set forth in Appendix *B’* hereto will be suitable and proper.

15. That the Conunission shall have and it does hereby relain
jurisdiction of these proceedings for the purpose of altering or amend-
ing the rates, charges, rules and regulalions hercby established or
prescribed, and for the purpose of establishing or approving such other
just, reasonable and non-discrimiralory maximum or minimum or
maximum and minimum rates, charges, rules and regulations to be
charged and collected by radial highway common earriers, highway
contract carriers and common carriers, both for {ransportation service
hereinabove described and for such other transporfation and accessorial
service as may from firie to time appear proper in the light of other
or further evidence received herein and for the purpose of establish-
ing and prescribing such rates as will provide an equality of trans.
portation rates for the transporiation of the commeodities here involved
between all competing agencies of transportation.




— 88 —

and accessorial charges no lower in'tolume ot effect than those found
just, reasonable and non- dlscrlmmator), or J\lstlﬁed for radial high.
way common carriers and hlghway contract carrlers by I"mdmgs Nos.
1 2 and 3 in'the predéding opxmon. LS o

"%, That all’ highway common carriers, as deﬁned in the Pubhe
Uhhues Act, be\ and they are hereby ofdéred and directed 1§ ceasé
and désist sixty: (60) days afier ‘the effetive datée of this order and
thereafter abstain from publishing -6F maintaining in’ thefr tariffs
 rates, charges, accessorial charges, rules or regulations Iower in'volume
or efféet than those found just, reasonable &nd ‘non-disériminatofy, or
Justified, for radial:highway commeon ‘earriers &rid - ‘highway- confract
éarners by Findings Nos. 1, 2 and’3 in the preceding opinion. :

© 8. That effective sixty (60) days after thé effective daté of this
order, this order shall cancel and supersede rates, rules and regulations
hétetofore established for the transportahon of livestock tween pomts
for wlnch rates, rules and regulahons ar¢ cstablished herein.- :

9.-That all common earriers by railroid maintaining rates found

by Fmdmg No. G of the preceding opinion to be unreasonable and
excessive be and they are-hereby ordered and dirceted to'eancel said
rates on or before sixty (60) days after the effectivé date of this order,
on not Jess than five (5} days® notice to'the Commission and té the
publie, and {o csiablish in their stead rates no higher than those sét
forth in Item 100 4f Appendix “* 1"’ nltached lmrcto and by this rcfer‘
ence made a part hereof.. oo

10. Thal, subjeet ta the rules and n‘wnl.mons prouded in sald
Appendix “D" herefo, common carriers by railroad be and they are
hereby ordered and directed 10 ccase and desist sixly (60) days after
the effective date of this order and therealter abstain from publishing
or mainfaining in their tariffs rates higher in volume or effeet than
those set forth in Item 100 of said Appendix “D'.- ,
- 11..That all common earriers by railroad be and they are hereby
authorized to increase existing rates for he trausportation of livestock,
not earlier than sixty (60) days from the effective date of this order
and on not less than five (5) days’ notice to the Commission and to the
publie, to the ettent sho“n in Items 110 and 120 of said Appendn “D”
hereto. - - . : o
e X That all common carriers b\ rallroad bo and the) are hereby
ordered and direcled to eonvert to a eents per 100 pounds basis, on or
before sixiy (60) da)a from the effective date of this order and on not
less than five (5) days’ notice to the Commission and to the publie, all
rates and charges for the lrancpor!auon of livestock now pubh:hed in
dollars and cents per ear, or in some other form, the conversion to be
on lhe basns of prcsent average loading weights and the resuliuw
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- Noms of the witnesses ex¢ept the Commission’s witness anticipated
that thére would be any back haul for livestock truck épérators. ; The
Commission’s witness estimnated a 5 per cent back haul, and added this
to the average, load wewh{s to ascerlam the total round- tnp wmghts
The other mtnesses assumed that the loadod haui would be in oné difee-
tion only. .- The average ioadmn weights used by the various witnesses
for lhe vanous iypes of eqmpment and kmds of livestock are as follows-

R AN ot
O

AVERAGE WP‘IGHTS 9F, Lwt‘:srbcx e :

) Jacob:m‘Lﬂndqark Am‘kou( “;c\ltl
Kind (Behivit (P:mu (Erhivlt " (Exzhidit

Type of Equipment of Stock . Xo.5) ' Nd. !} - No, 13} 0. 22)

V. Pounds Pouua'a I’oud: Pounds

B . N . Catile - 31500 30,000 30 000 21,280
Trock-avd Trafler .~ . - Bheep, D.D..1. 26,4007 - 25,000 , -1 90,92

soloy cewstooc .- Mogs, DDL 35700 . 34,000 % 31,140

© . catile _ 1g900 . 164 : ;
’I‘nctor and Seml'l‘nﬂer " Sheép’ 12150 ol
© - MHogs - - - 1!6‘50 ; 1,100 1&(!‘.!0-?:

'Includes an estimated bnck h\ul weight of & per cent

The above weights, when' applied to the round-irip costs herein.
before shown, produce the following cents per 100 pounds costs for the
various kinds of livestock’ transportéd in truck-and- trailer loads, and
in tractor and seml-iraller loads-

]

) ) _ COSTS I\’ CF\TS ['FR 100 POUNDS .
Kind  Ome  Jacobsen = [Landmark’ P Awthony BICHE

of Way (E+Ribit No.5) (Erhibit No. 12} (P.rl Lit No. 13) (f;tllbl!)o 2’)
Ktock  Miles A B A B

50 580 &12 363 o8t 1& 11.4) s.m ———
Cattle 100 1093 1547 27 1857 1455 2113 1520 -...
400 4213 0096 4431 7350 4080 7345 0043 il

. v CFgl P
60 681 1053 715 1230 000 1427 108F ...
Sheep 100 1303 2062 1353 2330 1870 2042 1067 ...
100 5018 7060 5317 0232 A57T4C 01827 . 7181 -1

50 433 764 528 023 651 9052 715 ..
Hogs 100 066 14565 905 1738 1213 1761 1332 ...
400 3718 G021 8900 G383 4140 G121 6232 ...

A—Truck-and- trnler Toad.
]l-—~'l‘r.1ctor and xcmt trailer Ioad et

According 1o the cost mtneses, !ruck operamrs who speclahze in
hauling livestock for short distances experience lower ]oad weights
than do earriers enoa«red in long distance transporiahon because
smal!er equlpment is ordmanl) uaed Thus, the mtnesses clanmed
relalnely thher unit cosfs are expencnccd for dl;l'mccs up lo 50

nnlcs.” llere also the Commmnon \vllnms used an mhma{ed l-1ck
nthe short haul coferaticns u~ua\l\ favolve mwyetoents fum feet Jols ll’\i

stockyards 1o packing houses, or vice vuorsa, and from ranches to ratiheads. Dalry
cows are 2180 hauled for shor( distances ranging from one-fourth mile to fifteen miles,
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haul:factor of § pe#.cént, while other wifnesses excluded, the, possi-
bility of back: haui}. movementi: The m'erage \\elghts used by the seVy
eral m!nosées are a§ folldws: T A ‘- S

LN R

A\ anr LOAD wi.mm‘s (l’OU.\’D§) suonr n,{ur, oprmﬂok% ;

R Ja(vobﬂen S T Landmank's
Ktudo! S f N S Eahibit Ne.S o Fxbibit Noo12
Stock ' :;,-'A:j\, Bl:i G,B; 1«0 : o :»EQ‘l
iogm asm il o s me
I 04 5 s

; ‘8910 94 1450 1716 33000 36,000

P —-Includes 5% back Bayi load (’a((or. C

) \——T’wck (26@ lb'. grocs). w Ll

. B——Tnctor and gernl-trailer, gasoline operaled.
) '_'_G—»T’ruck—aud H'ai!er. dJecei fpd ‘operated.

' Based up(m exhlblts of record shomng data for 5 to 60 mile hauls
one way, ‘(he follomnv round-tr;p costs’ and ‘¢ents per 100 pounds costs
were ascertained. | 'l‘he largo variations in dents per 100 pounds are
due mainly to dlﬂ'erenees in the ]oad wewhts cshmaled bv the several
mtnesse& o

' TRUCK CO%’I‘S——QHORT llAUla OI‘I-‘RATIOY w1y

bn'c i Klnd Jacobaen 2 0T Lavdwark’s Anleny‘:. {
Teway it of - NI o/ h‘ibillo.i -, Bahibit 1\_'0‘12} }Irl{b{l ,h'o. 13_
Miter Stoeck . R SR B

1

J— e — T

Cost Prx Rovsn 'I‘sm’
5 C 8245 ¢ 8320 S&IHT 7 LI miuigl .
10 Al Kinda 333 464 . 77 ﬁ!,o 3022 s;'-SS $032
o .. .-, 1168 1733 25.12 eme . mese iy meea ———

A

T T Cosrix Cexts PER 100 pom's B
5 - 233 108 14T .-
10  Catde .- . 317 256 223 2#% -
5o 112 1032 708
S 488 474 402 ___.
Sheep, 8. D. ; g6t 6638 518- 306) 448 :
o _ 2347 2408 1812 . ____

Do ‘353 348 395 S
Hogs, 8. D. - 4.80 490 350 GS - 182, 327
18854 1832 1329
A—Truck (26,000 pounds gross).

B—'Tractcer and semi-traller, gasoline oper.xtcd
C—Track-and-trailer, diesel fuel operated. - .- -

Suggested Truck Rates _‘
A Commxs:wn mlnc& and a l'e]]l'l’bellt&“\c of Tlu, Truck O“ nera

\\ould be reasonable as mnnmum ‘rates for lruck iransportahon of
livestock. The scales constructed by the Cominission’s wiiness ere
based principally upon the cost figures developed by the Commission's
engineer, regraded to reflect a smooth rate of progression. The scales
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for which rates-and charges are. therem prouded and for acccs»onal
charges rendered incidental thereto, 5. ;. i C e e g tend

#9, That the basis for conslructuel_\' mcreaalug hlgh“ay mlleages
prescnbed by the Commission in Decisjon. No; 31605 of ‘Deeember 21,
1933, in Case No. 4088, Part ‘*N?’, Case No. 4145 and.Case No. 4246,
be and:)t is hereby. adopied,. established and approved as tho . just;
reasonpable and non-discriminatory basis for computing mileages for
usé.in applying milcage rates set forth:in said tariff desngnatcd as
Appendix *GYhereto .. . .., -, . B S
< . 3..That ‘all iradial ¢ lnoh\\ay common carners and hlgbway .con-
tract carriers be and tliey are hereby- aulhonzed to assess, collect and
charge common - carrier rates:and: acceﬁonal ‘eharges, to . construct
combinations therewith,:and: to observe common. ‘¢arrier Tyles- and
regulations, lawfully on file with the Commission and in effect.on the
date of movement, subject to the terms and conditions and in the
manner explained in Finding No. 3 of the precading opinion and in
ltems Nos. 150 and 160 of sald tanff de&gnatcd as Appendu: "C”
hereto, - . .. HEN
i1 .4 That all radlal lu;,lm ay cOmmon carriers and !ngh\\ay eontract
carriers, ‘as defined in the ighway Carriers’ Aect, be and they are
hércby ordered and direcled {o céase and desist sixty: (60) days after
the effective date of this order, and theréafter abstain fromh assessing,
charging or ‘eollecting rates, charges or accessorial chhrges!lower in
volume or effect than those set forth or referred to in said tariff
designated as Appendix ““C’'! hereto, and from observing rules or
regulations lower in volume or effect than those set forth or referrcd
to therein, except as provided in ordering paragrapb No. 3. '

- h. *I‘hat all radial highivay common carriers and highway contract
carricrs be and they are hereby ordered and ditecled to cease and
desist sixty (00) days after the effective date of this order and there:
after abstain from quoling,’ assessing, charging, colleeting rates or
aceessorial eharges based upon a unit of measurement’ different - from
that in which the rates and cbarges hercm estabhshed as Immmum
aré stated. , ~ SRR
g, That all highway common carriers maintaining rates, cbarbes
rules or regulahons or accessorial charges found by Finding No. 6'in
the prccedmg opinion to ‘be unreasonable, insufiicient and nét Jushf‘ed
Ly the aetua] competitive rates of competing cafriers or by the cc.st
of other means of lramporiahon, be and they are heteby ordércd and
dnrectcd to cancel said ratings, rates, charg@ rulés and regulahons
on or béfore sixty (60) days after’ the effedtive date of thls order on
not less than five (5) days' notice to the Commlssmn and to ‘the
public, and to establish in theit stead Tates, charges, rales, regulations




i1 9. That all carri¢rs who may be deemed {0 be transportation com-
pames, as that term is employed in Arhcle \II chtlon 21 of the
Constitution of Catifornia, other, than carriers | subject _to the,l’ubhe
Utilities Act, should be ‘authorized to .charge: less for lonver thnn for
shorler dlstaucos to Ihc C‘i(t‘nt 1ECESSATY to mee.t the ratca of competl-
tive forms of for-lun Iranspmt for the same tralnportallon rmder the
terms and condluons and in the manner proxgulcd in snid tariff deslg-
nated as Appendn “C” of the, order herem e 5o
10 That no rad1al hlgh\\ay common, carrler or hlghway coutract
camer should be permlltcd to quote assess, ch Aarge, collect or. Qbsenq
ratcs, ru}es, rcgu!ahons or acccssona] chargos n a umt of measurement
dlﬂ’erent from that in which lhe rates. herem prcmded as minifnum
for the same transporfation arestated. . - . .. . VTS
.. 11, That all cominon carriers, ranhal lnch“ ny 'common carrlers and
}nahway conlract carriers should be ord\red A dm,cted to, issue a
shlppmr- do-r.ument for cach s!npment receiv ed for tran:portat:on show-
ing thereon the names of the shipper and consigr niee, the point of origin
and point of destmatmn of the shipment, a descswiption of the kind and
pumbcr of head of ]nestock Shlpp(‘d a statement of the weight of |hq
qlupment a statement of the rate. a%eesed ancl -the clmrge; collected
and a siatement of such other mformallon as xmay be necessary to an
aceurale detcnmnahon of the minimum rate _and charge apphcable
under the order hcrem; and should be requm.ri to retain acd preserve
a copy of said shipping document, subject to tEre Commlssmn ’s inspee-
tion, for & period of not less than three (3) ye aavs from the date of its
issuanco; and that the form of shipping documellt set forthin Appcndlt
“B*’ of the order kerein will be suitable and 1> roper. :

ORDER

Public hearings having been held in the ~ above enhtlcd proéeed-
ings and baséd on the evidence reccived at thes' lwann"s and npon the
conclusions and findings set forth in lhe pr cce«]mﬂ' opinion, ITV 18
HERERY OI{DFRED '

.1, That the ratca, chargm, acce&orlal ch:u ges, rules aml rogula-
tions set forth in the tariff designated &s ;\1)1)(11(!11'"“(}", which by
this’ rcference is moorporatcd in and made m part of .this onder, be
and they are hereby esfablished and approv-ed cfective snty (60)
days after the cffective date hercof as the jrast, rrasonable nnd hon-
dlsr‘nmmator) winimum rates, chargts and acec\wnal (har{,cs to be
awd charged and collected and the nﬂc% “and rcgulauons to’ be
obscr\ ed by an) and all radial highway comam on carriers and lnahway
Lontract carrleh .as defined in the llxom\av (‘arnem Act, for tfn,
lransporhhon of livestock, as described ther- cin, bet“cen the pom!s

]
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suggested by the Association’s witness were based upon the cost studres
mtroduccd by that orgamzahon -+'The: Assoclahon s scales were que

producéd rates hlgher than the C(mchoaScale A companson -of ,the
two proposed scales for vepresentative distances is shawn in the follow;
ing table. .For convenience, the cost- ﬁg’ures developed by Landmark
and- Anthony are also shown. ;. .0 % 0o, . [ N T
GATTLﬁ' S
» Miatmum Weigbt 24000ponnd.s Lt
{i‘lgures aré stated In cents per 100 popnds)

» RS S er 4 db ol ottt ot = Berald st e G 0 H
Jolruon P:Mb:i,p Truck OICHH'J T meduurk.\ ; Auuou o

* No.118cale ¥ Ausn. Propdred t T U Erhibil- Frh!ﬁl

Bcudonfdcolsen s Minlmwo P D Ne f2 Y- ) i NeoJS |

L .., it Cosd Study . . Seale ., - - Cost . - Cosl
JIILFS‘ P:!nbi’l No 5 'F'.rliblt No 23 '_ © Beole T Sculé

.. §§§§a§asa; '
.......-.....;‘.'.‘32;“."‘“

N

3 PG

_ SHFEEP DD -
. Minimum Welght 20,000 pounds

I[OGS DD _
© Mipimum “'elght 24,000 pounds -

[

: 1 N
. 150
- 4m' [ .. ' N - . [P R BN
] z-oo ) a ) : ﬁll
'I‘o ehmmate the possxbzhty that a rate order provndmg only truck-
load rates mnight be defeated by dividing shipments and tendermg
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them ‘in' less-fruckload quéntities, and to prévide équitablé Tates for
dalfy cows and other small shipménts of livestock, the Commission's

ugdestéd a miniinum scale of less-triickload rates, stafling at
25 cents per 100 pounds for' 0-5 milés aiid progressing upward at the

rate'of 1’ éent for éach 5 miles’ up to 50 miles, théneé 2 cents for cach

10 ‘miles tp £0/200 ‘miles, thende'4 eents for each 20 milés up to 300
miles, and 4 cents for each 25 miles thereaffer. ~This was the only
scale offered for less-truckload moyement.

A representative of the California Farin Bureau Federation stated
that the organization hé Tepresented woild have nd’ objection to the
adoptlon ofa truck!oad scale similar to that proposed by the Ccmmission
mtneﬁs, but objccted to the level of the' pmposed Tess: truekload rates.
It was hls contention’ that less-truckload rates of the volume proposed
would serlously luterfcre with the transportatlon ‘of small quantltus
of livestock to concentration points, sales yards and other similar
movements. No other shipper offered any objeetion to the level of the
rates prOposed nor were any counter-proposals ofl‘ered with r&pect to
l&ﬁs-truckload rates. ik s

'l‘he Commmtqn s witness sungested a set of mmlmum \Yelgh{s
for adoption in eonnection with the scales of rates in cents per 100
pounds. The proposed weights conformed gencrally * \\ ith those adopted
by the Interstate Commerce Commission in Docket 17000, supra, for
cattle, sheep and hogs. Mowever, he proposed minimum weights of
12,000 and 20,000 pounds respeetively for calves in single and double
deck cars, whercas Docket 17000 preseribed minimum weights of
16,000 and 23000 pounds for smgle and doubh, deek car‘load;
respech\ely c
The Commlssmn s wilness also urg;d the adopllon of certam rulcs
and regulations for the Iransportahon of livestock, for the purpose of
slandardrzmo franiportation serviee of highway carrlers and of cqual-
izing conditions befween truck and rail earriers.” These rules and
regulations (contamed in witness Johuson’s Exhibit No. 11} provide
generally that (1) distances are to be computed on the basis of the
shortest resulting mileage via any public highway route in conneeclion
mﬂi ‘the method pi'ondod in Case No. 4088, Part *N*’, (2) tbat an
additional charge of $1.00 per hour is to be assessed for accessorlal
services furnished in addition to the {ransportation service, (3) that
freight charges shall be assessed on the basis of hoof weights of ammals
ascertained at point of origin or point of destination or by the use of
scale weights or estimated weights, {4) that rail rates shall alternate
with truck rates, and that combinations of rail and truck rates shall be
madeé apphcable for service from and to off-rail points, and (5) that
split pick-up or split delivery service shall be permiited, subject to a
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* 8. That subject to the terms and éonditions of Items 150 ‘and 160
of ‘sald 'tariff, deswnafed as’ Appendlt “C’* of the order heérein, all
Fadial highway ¢ommon carriers and hlg}mav contraét ¢arriers should
be authorized to assess charge and collect rate= charges and accessonal
chargés of common darriers, !awfully on fidd with' this Conmidion and
in effect ‘on’ the date of movement, to’ construct combinatlons there\vlth
and to observe the rules and rognlahons governing thé common carrief
rate, charge or accesonal ‘¢harge used, \vhone\er stich rafés charges
and acees!sonal chargcs or combmauons thercmlh hpphéd subjéct to

revaté charges
than’ would accrue for the same transportahon under thé rates, rules
and tegulations and aceéssorial chargea foun(l Just reasonable and non:
dlscrlmmatory in Findings Nos. 1 and 2. o

4. ’I‘hat éxcept as prondcd in Fmdma No. 3, all radtal hwhwav
¢common’ carrlors and hicrhway contract’ carncra should be réquired to
asiess, charge and colléet, for the transportation or accessorial ser\ices
(6 which sald ‘tariff designated as Appendix “'C”* of the order hérein
{s apphcable, rates, charges and accessorial charwm no lo“er in volunie
or eﬁ'eet than those set forth'in said tanff, and to observe rules and
regulahons no lower in volume or effect lhan ‘those set forth therein,

6. That the eustmd ratcv. charge;, ru!(\ rcoulnhons and acées-
sorial charges m'uﬁlamed by highway cotnmon catriers are and ¥ill
for theifuture be unréaaonablo, insuffieient and not Jushﬁed by the
aclual compelitive rates of compcl'nﬂ carriers or by the cost of other
means of lrancportahon in so far as they are lower in volume or effeet
than those found just, reasonable and non-discriminatory, or justified,
by Findings Nos. 1, 2 and 3 for the performance of the same frans-
portation and the same aceessorial services by radial lxinhway common
carriers, and highway contraet carriers. . .

6. 'I‘hat the existing rafes and chargcs of common carnm b) rail-
road for lhe transportation of ordinary ]ncatod;, are unreasonable
and excessive to the cxtent they exeeed the rates and clnargca set forth
in Ttem 100, Appemht “D* of the order herein.

7. That commeon carriers by railroad should be auihorlzéd o
inerease existing rates to the extent shown in Items 110 and 120, A ppen-
dix “D* of the ‘order hcrem, and that the’ resullmcr mcreascd rates
are justified.

. 8. That oommon carriers by rallroad should be reqmrcd lo convert
toa cenls per 100 pounds basis all rates and charges for the transpor-
tation of liv estock now pubh;hed in dollars and cents per ear, the con-
version to be on the basis of av erage loadmcr weights and the resulting
rates to be subjeet to the minimum w e:ahts set forth in Appendlx "D”
of the order herein.

I
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transportation of property for longer than for shorter distances over
the same line or route, the shorter being :ncluded within the longer
distance, unless authority to do so shall first have been secured from
the Commission.®¢ - Of necessity, the granting to carriers of permission
to meet the rates of competing for-hire carriers between the points
served by such compéting carriers, and requiring at the same time that
they observe thé established minimum rates otherwise, wilt fesult-in
rates which, in some instances, are less for longer than for shorter dis-
fances over the same line or route .
pomt and lfs absence at mtermedlatc pomts Jushﬁes such departuro

as may mult from thc appheahon of lhe mlmmum rates heré estab

hshed In 50 far &S any carriers aft‘ected by thls order, olhcr than those‘
sub;ect to the Pubhc Uhlllles Act, may be decmed to be “transporta-
tlou compames” mthm the meaning of Article \ll Sechon 21 of the
State Constlluhon authomy will be granted such carnem to depart
from the prowsnons of that secuon to the extent neccssar) to enable
them to observe the proﬂsnons of Ihe order herein.  All common car-
riers subject to the provisions of the Public Utitities Act, desiting sim-

ilar authority, should file application ﬂmrefor under Sechon 24(3) of
that Act

FINDINGS - :
Upon c0m1derahon of all the facts of record, the Comrm\qon finds:
1. That the ratcs, charge\\, accessorial charges, rules and’ regula-
hons sct forth in the tariff designated as Appendix ““C'* of the order
herein are justified and should be cstablished as just, reawnab]e and
nondiseriminatéry minimum rates, charges and accessorial charges to
be¢ assessed, c}nrged and colle¢ted, and just, reasonable and nondis-
criminatory minimum rulcs and regulntions to be observed in appl)mg
such rates, charges and accessona‘l chargc by all radial highway com-
mon carriers and highway contract earriers, for the transportation and
adcessorial services for \\htch rates, chargm acccssonal chargea, rules
or regulatlons aré therein provided.
¢ 2. That the batls for compuling and conslruclneb mereasma
hlah\ra) mllcacre\, preseribed by the Commission in Decision No. 31603
of December 27, 1938, in Case No. 4038, Part “*N’’, Case No. 4145 and
Case No. 4216, modified as provided in said tarifl ‘designated as
Appendix “‘G" of the order heérein, will be just, reasonable and non:
discriminatory for use in applying mileage rates set forth in said tariff,
and shou]d be adopted for that purpcse

® Ay to common carr[ers sn'bj-rcl to the roris!ons o! the Pu'b!lc Uulltles Acl,
this prohibition Is also carrled in Section 24 (a) of that Act
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scale of graduated charges based upon the number of stops. No rules
or fegulations were offered by highway carriers, uor were the w1tness ,
proposals subjected to an) substantlal cntnclsm { .

Suggested Rail Rates - : H I, :

“The rail rates onumally proposed m Apphcahon No 19636 were
uot supported by affirmalive evidence -at the hearings in t,h&s_e,pro—
ceedings.. In lieu of said rates, the major rail lines proposed that maxi-,
mum, rafes for rail transportation of cattle, both fat and feeder, be
prescribed for distances up to 300 miles on the ‘basis of the feeder cattle
rates prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission, Docket 17000
supra, as increased 5 per cent under authority of the Inferstate Com-
meree Commission in Ex Parte 123, supra. -Beyond 300 miles, they
suggested the adoption of a seale of fat and feeder caltle rates increas-
ing 6 cents per 100 miles up {o 700 miles and 5 cents per 100 miles
thereafter. . This proposed secale is stightly higher. than:the . Docket
17000 feeder catlle scale for distances over 300 miles and meets the
Docket 17000 fat catile rates at 1,000 miles. The rails contended that
the scale for hogs in double deck cars should be the same as the cattle
scale, and that the scale for sheep and calyes in double deck cars should
be 115 per.cent of ihe caltle seale. For sheep and hogs in single deck
cars, they suagcstcd rates 125 and ‘120 per cent, respectively, of the
double deck sheep and hog rates.  Also, the rails asserted that a joint
line arbitrary of 2} cents per 100 pounds should be added to the single
lme rates for two and threeJine hauls. No dlslmcllon between fat and
fcoder livestock was proposml fo b.. made by the rails.

n etp]anallon of the proposed scale and of the deparlure from
the»l_).ockct 17000 feeder scale at 300 miles, the rails stated that their
proposal was made to mect truek competition, but that such competi-
tion diminished beyond 300 miles. . They pointed out that although
feeder cattle rates higher than the Dockel 17000 rates were being
proposcd for distances of more than 300 miles, their suggested seale,
when apphed to foeder livestock, was lower in many instances than
rates based upon truck ecsts dev eloped in the record. Truck compe-,
tition was likewise alleged to be the gmcrmng factor in proposing
one scale of rates applicable to both fat and feeder animals. Truek
operators, it was said, made no distinetion in rates between fat and
feeder stock. ‘The rails, therefore, used a basis sémewhat ]o“éf'than
the fat rates and somewhat hlghcr than the feeder rates to arrive at
an average scale for all livestock. ‘ : )

A ¥ail witness urged that in caléulating rail rafes from and to
points north of Willits, Red Bluff and Keddie, 1} rail miles be used for
each actual rail mile of distance traversed. 1le asserted that operating

1501937 :
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conditions confronting railroidds in- northern  California are: unus-

dally ‘severe, that truck competition’is not particularly acute in that
territory and that, hence, rates somewhat- higher than the level pro-

posed for other territories could be maintained.

The maximum scale offered by the rail lines was interidéd for

application’on the Southeérr Pacifi, Santa-Fe, Western Pacific; Union
Pacifie, Nérthwestern Pacifie'and San-Diegod, Arizona & Eastern rail-
roads, !The rail.witness 4s not prepared to state Wwhether 'or not the
same séale wWould be adeeptable to shorf-line raiiroads, sueh as the Sun:
set Railroad, M¢Cloud River Railfoad, and Sierra Rallroad, for local

traﬂsportatlbh on- those Imes or for Jomt ihrouo‘h seruce mth the'

maJoi' rail lines! RURATEE o

! Under the pl‘oposal the rall seale is mténded to altemate mth the
truck rates, the lower basis being apphed in each instance.’ Feeding-
in-transit’ prnlleges now being accorded are to be continued, limited
howe\ér to'two stops in-transit. - The present transit charge of $6.44
per stop is’ to be mereaﬁcd to $1000 regardlc% of the “elght of tlae
~h1pment £

TA table of mnumum welahts for’ adophon in connectlon with rates
m ceﬂts per 100 pouuds was offered by a rail witness. These mamma{
are identical with minimum “elohts preseribed in Docket 17000. -

Although in Case No. 3962, the rail Mnes ‘sought the carncellation

of round -Arip cattle rates appl)mg from Kalma and Slronohold Catlif.

o 1tIon!czum-l Willota, Woodland, Saeramento, \lar;snlle Chico and
Oronlle Calif. and réturn to Kalina and Stronghold, Calif., they
mtroduced no evidenée in support of this proposal at the consolidated
hearmgs. Ilowever, they signified a willingness to maintain round-
tr;p ‘rateés for feeder InestocL on’ the basis of the continvous milcage
rates for the round- tnp movement, plus a stop charge of $1000 per
dar, prouded their’ suggested rall scales were adopted hercin.  This
oﬁ'er was made in response to & request of the California Caltlcmen S
A3soclat10n whose counsel stated that he had no objection to the
$10.00 stop charge, but desired the establishment of round-trip rates
on the basis’ of continuous mileage under the Docket 17000 fecdcr sc'de
rather than the rall hnes proposed sca!e

Shlppers and Shfppers’ Representatnves ! :
“‘Witnesses for the California Cattlemens Assoclallon and Cah-
f,o_rm_gAWo_ol Growers’ Association were opposed to the prescription
of any rail rates which would have the effect of inereasing transporta-
tion charges. They also objected to the establishment of minimum
© 1 ‘s Transit charges for lnt(rstate trafie ;rescribed in Dock-t 1uoo are Sll 59
Jer car where rates are siated on a ger car basis, ard 8} cents per 100 pounds where
ratés are stated on a cents r 100 prurds tat!s. The ralls pointed out that the

latter charge for 24,600 pounds produces a translt charge per car of $10.40, or more
than twice the ;ropo%d rall charge of $10.9
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results in minimuln per car charges ranging from $10.00 6 sheep to
$20.40 on cattle. The present intrastate charge is $6.44 per car for all
classes’ of stock, Tégandless of (the size of the shipiment, and the rall
linés proposéd a uniforny' charge of $10.00 per ¢ar for all stock. Repre-
senfatives of the livéstock industry offered 1o objection fo this proposal.
A féeding-in: transit chargo of $10.00 pel1 car will be ¢stablished in lieun
of the 8} cents per 100 pounds charbe pr@cnbed for 1nters!ate trans-
portatlon Latoan PEel e L FRILE PR R S P

LA S EIERL I ECU S S RY SR

Issuance of Shippmg Document

" The issuance of a freight’ bill by thé’ carrmr s'howmg 'the name of
thé’ shlpper, the pomt of origin and thé’ pomt of dcstination ‘of the
shlpment a dcscnpilon of the commodity or commodities s?npped the
Welght thcreof and thc r‘ito and charges assessed, and the pre:enahon
by the carner of ‘a copy tlureof for a rmsonable penod of hme, are
mamfeslly nececsmy'to tl:., proper operahon of entqrcemcnt‘ Thc
order herem will require “all carrmls lo lssu<, an approprmle sh}ppma
do-cument for each elupment lrantported conlammﬂ' atl the mformatlon
necessarv to a detenmnahon of Ihc c»h‘bhshed mlmmum charge o

Quolalloh of Ratesin aForm lnconsistenl - : R
with the Form of the Minimum Raltes :

The practice of some carriers in quoting charges on a “ﬂal” b"-Sla
or in other forms inconsistent with the form in whieh minimum rates
are stated, results in serious enforeement: diffienlties inasrouch as it is
impossible to ascertain until after the work has been performed and all
factoxs necessar) to computc the minimum rates are known, whether
or. nol the quoted eharge is in compliance mth the minimum rate order,
It a!bo resulls in considerable inconvenience and dissatisfaction on the
part of shippers and consignees due to the fact that the quoted rates
must b‘, disregarded whenever they result in lower aggregate eharges
lhan \\ould acerue under the cstablished minimum rates. .

_ The order hcrcm will require thal rates be quotcd and a&cssed in
a form consxstent with tke form of the established minimum rates; ie,

in cents per 100 pounds. In the ev ent deviations from this requirement
are found necessary in particular instances, appheahons for authority
fo quote rato; on a basis different from that in which the minimum
rafes are s(aled sbould be filed, such apphcahons should show the
basis sought to be quoted and how it is fo be insured that the quotation
will not be less than the charge apphcab!e under the established mllll-
mum rates. . : L

Long and Short Haul Departures o ECREEERAE RN
. Article X1, Scetion 21 of the S!ate Conxhtuhon mal.es it un!awful

for a railroad or other transportation company to charge less for the
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joint hauls’ involving . moveménts over certam short line’railroads.

Such an arbitrary’ will hd adOpte(l hére' in- prcserlbma thrburrh rafes
for trahsportation’ involving joint hauls between the maJor rallroads'

and one or more of the railroads named in footnolé <Y AT

The request of thé lnestock mterests that' the ralls be reqmred to
estabhsh and maintain round trip’ rates compntod b\' appllcatlon of thé
Docket 17000 feeder rates to thé round tnp eontmuous mlleacre “does not
appeiil‘ Jusllﬁed in View of the basis herein- rcéommended ‘Froni a
transportatlon standpomt ‘round-trip movemenls aré ‘not: essentially
dlﬂ.’erent from two morements of fcc-dcr rates. 'On a’ lével ‘designed
only’ to meet- the carrlers ‘minimim révenue reqmromcnts, fmlher
rcduchons for round- lnp movements do not appear nécessary. !

. The foregoing’ observaiions and conelusions relate t6 the preserip-
tio'fl of & maximum rail séale. - In'Appli¢ation No. 19636 (here involved)
the rails seck to'increase their existing general rate level and it becomes
necessary, therefore; to détermine whether or not the rails will-be
justified in increasing those rates which are lower than thosé preseribed
by the Interstate Commerce Commniission in Docket 17000 and herein
found reasonable as raximum rates. Fxeept for the greatér distances,
the scalo proposed by the rails in connection with fat cattle and sheep
is substantially lower than the Docket 17000 seale, and the increase of
lower rates to the level of the proposed rail scale appears justified,
particularly in view of the fact that the rails will undoubtedly find it
necessary to establish rates well below even their proposed scale, in
many instances, in order to place themselves on a parity with truck
carrjers. . Increases of lower rates to the level of the proposed rail scale
will be authorized, except that increases in round-{rip rates will only
be authornzed to the level of rates which \rould acerue under the rails’
proposcd seale, using round- Arip mlloavc plus $10.00 per car, the basis
which they signified a willingness to maintain.

While this deelslon docs not contcmplale that m]mmum ra1l rates
will be eslabhshcd it appears extremely desirable that_all rail “per
car’’ rates be comertcd to'a cents per 100 pounds basis. Average
loadmo weights are not av ailable in this record, hence a basis for such
conversion cannot be set forth. The rail lines wiil be dlredcd however,
lo ascertain average loading “weights and effect such conversions con-
currentl) mlh the publication of the rates herem preseribad.

Rulu and Reguhhons Governing the Prescnbed Ra-l Rates :
CItis expected that the goveriing rules and regulalmn.s prescnbed
by the Interstate Cornmerce Gommiss'on in conngetion with the Docket
17000 sca"e ‘will also, with one except:on, bé made applicable {o intra-
state transportahon The feod:ng in-transit charge preseribed in con-
nection with the Docket 17000 scale is 8} cents per 100 pounds and
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rates for 'either rail or truck carriers, ¢laiming that the stabilization
of ratés in that mahnér would deprive the shippers of the low rates
they are able fo obtain under the existing competitivd conditions. - In
general,: theif. Wwitnesses expressed approval of the scale proposed by
the rail:lines, subject to minot modifications, provided it be prescribed
for maximum application only. - They:did object to the adoption - of
a 2} cent joint:line arbitrary and to any rates in excess of those pre-
seribed by the Intersiate. Commerce Commission in the Docket 11000
case, as menased under Kz Pqrle 123, supra, - . c S
~:j The :eeretar) of thé California Cattlemen’s Assoclation alw ad\o-
cated the prescription of mileage ratés for ‘“round trip’’ movements of
fecder livestoek in place of the present round trip point-to-point rates.
e said that shippers fremiently study range conditions and wait wnti
the last day befére-they decide where to ship their stock for feeding
and that there i5 then insuflicient time to apply to rail linds for publi-
cation of a point-to-point rate to cover the movement.. o suggested
the adoption of thé Docket 17000 feeder rates on a mileage basis for the
continuous round-irip mileage, plus a transit or stop charge of $10.00
pér car.ii The same witness expressed opposition to the propesed use
of construétive mileages for rail rate-making purposes from and to
points north of -Willits and Red Bluff. Ie believed that if a higher
seale of ralés was necessary for mountain hauls, the Docket 17000 seale
should be adopted for that purpose. avd a lower scale of rates pre-
Smnbed for vatley hauls. : . ,

A \\ltnms for the California Karm Bilreail Federation offered no
ob;éd:on to the \olume of the truckload ralea suggested as minima by
the 'Cémmission’s mtness 2 ‘However, as previously stated, he pro-
tested that the **any quantiiy’’ rates proposed by the same witnéss
would serionsly interfere with the fransportation of small shipments of
livéstock to sales yards and concentration points. 1le also expressed

_the opinion that the minimum weight for hogs should be less than 16,500

pounds, claiming that loads hauled over certain country roals and
bridges are subject to a weight limitation of 16,000 pounds. Because
of thesé fealures, he claimed that the minimum weights should be
reduced to come within the average loading eapacity of smﬂler snzed
trucks.

The Federation also infroduded “witnesses from points in the
Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys who testified generally as to the
.rnnsportahon practices of Incstoek cooperalne sellmv agencies located

l'i‘h[s wnmc-s stalc-l lh\t t}e }cderatlcn was nut a-‘khg that Lran<porlatton
zervice be perfnrmcd at less than cost, tut was urging that the lowest average cost
bo uscd by the Commisslon s & criterlon In prescribing minlmum lvestock rates of
truck carrlers 1Te 314, also, that farmers and sellers of lvestock desire to know
tre “going™ rates ratld (%3 theee selling {n competition with them, which informatben
cannct be ottalned with any degree of accuracy under present rate conditions fn the
contract trucking field.
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in their respeetive districts. . They testified that although the frucks

are given most of. the traffie, rates appro:umately the same as the rall

rates are charged. G e o

Independent catt]emen testnﬁed that they had no obJectlon to the
stabilization of rates for rail ‘and truck transportatlon of lnestoek
prO'- ided prcsent ratés were not increased. . : :

t.The thanager 6f the Transporlatlon Deparimént of the Sacramento
Chamber ‘of ‘Coniniérde testified' in “behalf'of three ‘packing houses
located in the vicinity of Sdctamento. Tt wad his view that the mini-
muin truck seale suggested by the Commission’s witness, while produe-
ing.some increases aid decreases in rates, 'was ¢orréct in its construe-
tion and shkould be given & fair trial.. Thé witness pointed out several
ways fin which-rail: service could assertedly be:improved to: regain
livestock traftie, and enumérated the services rendéred by truck carriers
which have beénand are proving satlsfactory to the bu) ers and sellers
of livestock in his territory.?*. Ty : ST

: I’acking "house : represehiatives 'in soulhem Cahforma testiﬁed
umforml_\- that the rates paid by the packing houses for transportation
have a degided bearing on the price paid to the grower for his livestock,
and that- the level of livistock rates from the range to the packing
housé is therefore a malter of importandé to the producers. One wit-
néss asserted that truck rates paid by several of the packing houses
were lower than the estimated costs for the service developed by the
Commission’s engineer, and e¢laimed, therefore, that the engineer’s
costs were excessive. Another shipper testified that his proprietary
truck operation between Los Angeles and Hanford was conducted at
tower costs than those developed by the Commission’s engincer, but he
failed to introdnce any speeific cost evidence of his own.

A representative of certain packing houses and coftonseed o:l
companies engaged in feeding and fattening livestock in the T.os
Angeles area statél that the preseriplion of a single line of rail rates
for both fat and fecder livestock would constitute a radieal departure
from the rate basis now in effect on interstate traffic and on intrastate
traffié within the adjacent states of Arizona, New Mexico and Nevada,
where differentially lower rates are maintained on feeder than on fal
&tocl\

CONGLUSIONS

As lms b-,en pou:[cd oul, we are here concemod with one of the
State’s major activities.. Many people are directly employed in the
produc!ion marketing, :md transportatlon of livestock; olhers look to

= Amons the suggul!ons were ﬂ) to !Kud up lhe ral} senlce. (2) toruna few
cars of livestsck fn special train service with ligkt engine ¢r dlesel motor equipment,
(3) to provide slck up gervice bt truck for Alstances of § (o [0 miles Lo Vring live-
stock to ratlhead, and (4) t» avold shuntirg cars In rallroad yards and thus eliminate
brulsng of livesteck In transit.
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_tively, in California. The rails may of course, if they so desire, go

below the Docket 17000 scale to the level of their proposed scals or fo
the level of the rate herein estabhshed for highway carnerb for the
same transportafion. . - . :: oo S

. The proposal that rales from and to lbe mountamous temtory
uorth of Willits, Cluoo and heddle be based on_ constructu'e mlleage)
overlooks the fact that the Docket 17000, scale was, ltself eslablished
dnl’ferentlall) higher in Mountam l’aclﬁc terntory thau for Western and_
Southwes!ern ternlorles" to compensate for. the more, arduous rall

bemo true, the prw:nphon of a hlgher bams for the northem Cah-
forma territory as a whole does not appear justified. ., .. ..o+ - ;

- Nor does the rails’ proposal that a joint line arbltrary ot 2} « cenls
per- 100. pounds be added to the basie scale for;rail hauls inyolving
two or more lines appear warranted in ¢onnection with -joint move-
ments over major railroads. ' The Docket 17000 scale makes no pro-
vision for joint ling arbitiraries and the adoptlion of eithér the joint
line arbitrary of constiuctive mileage proposal would serve!largely
to nullify the result herein snight to be altained, namely, the éstab-
lishment of maximum rail rates consistent with the rate level for inter-
state livestoek movement. In this respéet, we may in these proceedings
prOper]_V héed the suggestion of the Interstate’ Commerce Commission
in Docket 17000 and’ cftcct a harmon) belvreen mlrastatc and mter-
s{ate livestock rates.®?

There are a number of railtoads in Cahforma \'ihlch aré not
reqmred by the Interstate Commene Commission o mamtam the 17000
scale bceause of their rehh\ely short mlleaoe, light trafiic delmly or
podr f'nanc:al condmons“ The establishment of the 17000 séale of
rates as maxima for lécal mm ements over these lmes should bc simi:
larly excluded here. In several proceedings i inv o!\mo mtraslate rates
under the 26114 scale, this Commission adoptcd an arb:(rar) of 63
cents per 100 pounds to be added to rates prc-scnbcd in Ihat scale *? for

. ”"\\es!un tu‘r‘ltory comprlsc: gtnerally lowa. 3[[ souri \ebraska Kansa.l.
North ard South Dakota. “Southwestern tcrntory ecmprlses generally Arkanaas
okhhoma. Texas ard Loulsrians,

- 8 The Commission safd: “As tl:us is a proceedmg oonduclod coiperatively with
the State Railread commisslons, no ordér with respect to Intrastate rates will
entered at this time, but the qtates will first be accorded an copportunly voluntarily
to effect such changes In thefr rate structures as may be necessary to avold \1013.-
tions ol Soctlon llf ¢f the Interstate commerce acL" {(11¢ ECC. 1, l!!’

& are the Amador Central Rallroad Company, The Arcata and Mad Rl\er
m[!road -mpany, Bay Point anl Clayton Raflroad Company, Bucksport and ik
River Ra]lwa}; Comr-any, Califofnia Central Rallrcad Company, California Shasta
and Eastern ilway Conrpany, Californfa Western Rallrcad and Navigatlon Com-

, Camino, Placcrﬁl‘e and Lake Tahoe Rallrcad Company, Indian Valley Rafl-
company, McClcud River Raﬂma, Company, Modesto and Fmpirc raction
Comp;ny, Nevada County Narrow Gauge Rallroad Company, FPacifi¢c Coast Rallway
Company, Quincy. Raﬂroad Company, Santa Marla Valley Rallroad Company, Slerra

Rallread ‘Com ny, Stockton, Terminal and Eastern Rallroad, Suntet Railway Com-
Qany. Tonopah and Tidewaler Rallread Company, Lid, Trona Rafiwa Coempany,

ventura County Ranv.ay Company, Yosem!te ‘al'er Rallvra) Company, Yreka West-
trn Raurcad Company.

% See Declsion No. 27420 In Case No. 33#), and Decislon No. 30433 (n Cases

Nos, 3933, 3846 and 3349,
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adopted’as & maximum' seale for fat and fecder livestock {ransporta-
‘tion in Califérnia.’ Thé first of these considerations is, of courss, the
preJudlce to California interests resulting from the existence of lower
interstate rétes. 'The ‘'second is that whild the rails have thé right {6
meet truck competition for short hauls, they may not reasonably expect
t6 penalize shippers who 'must useé rail transportation for long hauls.
In determining a propér maximum- seale; théréfore, the Commission
should nét: give undue: ieight to the fact that rail carriérs may, in
soma insthrices, find it nécessary 16 reduce their rates below a maxinium
level inorder to compete with other forms of transport. - Morcover, the
argument that rates highe# than thé Docket 17000 rates are justified on
feéder livestock for dlstandea over 300 niiles by the necessity of main-
taining ‘a single scalé of rates on fal and féeder stock fo nieet fruek
cOmpétmon is inconsistent ‘with the original statément that truck com-
‘petition is less consequential in ¢dnnaétion with long haul transporta-
tion. “If it is truck competition that dictates a single scale of rates for
hauls under 300 miles it is diffieult to find any reason wWhy separate
séales of faf arld feeder Jivestoek rates could not be’ maintained by the
rail lines for the longer h&u!s where truck compemwn is not activ: ebr
present. i v
It ‘does appear, howe\er, that a factor ujpon v«hleh lhe Inlerstate
Commerce Commission relied most sfroncrly in preseribing lower rates
for feeder than fo# fat livestock was that the rails would obtain an
ontbound haul from the feeding points.®t This is in conformity with
the recognired principle that inbound rail rates on raw materials may
be relatively low in order fo encourage the outbound rail movements
of manufaetured or finished” produets. . 1t 'does not appear, however,
that on hitrastate mov ements in California the ralla regularly obtain a
double haul; first upon the foeder, and; sceond, upon the fat divestock;
for, allhough the inbound movements into fecder points are f requently
by rail at the lower feeder rate, the majority of the outbound move-
ments from feeding points to markét are made by truek or by driving.
It seems reasonable aud consistent, therefore, to limit the maximum
application of the 17000 feedér scale for intrastate rail transportation
to instances where the rails obtain a subsequent movement of fat stock
from the feeding point to final destination. Subject to the exeeplion
and limitalion mentioned, the Docket -17000 Mountain -Pacific fat and
_feeder seales, 8s inereased under Ex Parte 123, will Le preseribed as
manmum for rall lransportatlon of fat and feeder livestock, respee-
?1{2{3"3‘;‘:1%32?, Past % Tisestock, the Tnterstate :ﬁ%”é‘;ﬁip‘éf-’é“é?‘;ﬁ%‘n?fée
stock Lo pastures where better foeding conditlons ate obtalnable and frem which It
ls always necessary again (o (ransposl 11 same stock with ad Yed weight., The prin-
cipal reasons advanced by Mvestock shiprers in favor of lower rates on feedér ot
stocker animals are (hat carrlers transport the gtock several times: that where they

are shlpped 1o couniry points and there fed, a greater tonnage Is moved out of the
Teeding points™ (176 1.CLC. l 102-103)
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this industry for food or are economically affected by its welfare. The
isaues hers involved corcern the pedple of this State as & whole.:

The record cleaﬂy shows that in many re.spect thé ;1rmr1t hvc-

fnnd to ‘carriers. Truck rates are unpubllshed and; c‘onSequénﬂ}, vary
_from sthment to shlpment Their gericral® le\el dnﬂers Widely ‘Hs

betweeny territories; and e\‘én as bet\\ecn producer; ifi the'shme terrl-
tory Many truck rates appear to be b low as to bé hwompatnble with

“the maintenance of adequate and dependable ser The prachce of

truck éarriers in enlargmu cqmpment in order to dbtam ‘a raté ‘advan-

ifage is resultmg in losses through inercaséd’ obsolt‘Séenee knd is this

mcreasmg “fransportation ' eosfs. * Rail ‘rated thouuh pubhahéd ‘and
known are sxmxlarly untelated fo distance or to'the servide performed

‘and 4 aré at times 56 high as to- preelude ‘producers from ufitizing 'this

form of’ transport As a rcsult of these cOndmons the (ompOsntc rasl

’And truck rate’ structure creates cenous préferenéé; and premdlces as

l\etween shippers and ternlornes, and in addmon éonipels traffié to
move ma types “of iransport not best sullcd to 1ts handlmcr Deeplte

‘the’ coﬁfrary contention of certain ch:pper thcrefore, theére dan be
(htﬂe ddubt but that the preseriplion of re'isonablé and nondlscrumma-

tory ratés for thé transpértahon qf liv e:tod. boﬂ) b\ r'ul and by iruck

}vnll be in the publie mteresl

_ Before procccdmu to a dlscu‘mon of ihe p'\rmular lesues here
lmol\ed it may be well to point out that livestoek is a c!axs of trafhu
upon whlch the Leglslalure bas spcuﬁ(allv directed the (‘onnm@swn fo
establish the lowest lszul Tales comp-mble with lhe maintenance of
adequate transporlallon service.* In arriving ata rate level conststent
with this mandate, howe\er it must bc borm in mlnd that a[l,houoh
livestock traffic constitufes a relalnel;. small part of the tofal tonnage
transported by railroads, for-hire livestock fruckers seldom ha\c any
other class of traffic upon which they ¢an rely for addmonal rev cnue

or over which they can <pread their overhead coﬂ\ ' \Iorw\er the
,general rail rate slructure is so depressed that even the rall; have ht!le

traffic remammg upon whlch they can rcly 1o make’ up merhead costs
expenenced in livestock transportatmn., Thu bemg true, it is, not to
be expected that either (zuck or rail carriets. ~will be able to | serve the
public adequately and satisfactorily, over an (“tLIldOd penod of lime,
nnless they are able to obtain rates suffieiently remunerah\e to cm er
indirect as well as direct etpensee

hway Carrten Act proﬁdes as follows: "Nt 1s hereby

declared to be the policy of the State of California, In rate making fo be pursued by

tha Rallroad Commission of the State of Californfa, £ establish such rates as wiil
romote the freedom of movement by carrlers of the yroducts of agriculture, Inclyd-
an Iivestock, at the lowest Tawful rates corrpatiblé with the maintcnance Uf adegiate
transportation service™ A similar proﬁs!on is contatned ln S«-cﬂon ;I(d) th-
Public Uthlitles Act, :
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Thé level of rates which will be compensator) to the carriérs. and,
at the same time, reasonable and nondiscriminatory to, the publie, can
not be ascertained according to any exact formula or. inflexible rule.
Each of the cost studies of record conlains \anable factors with regard
.to fixed chargcs, dlrecl: operatmg expenses, O\erheanl $XPenses,: and lozd
factors and no one of them can be accepted as an absolute eriterion of
costs under all of the diverse conditions v hich arise in connection With
Iransportatlon over 3 territory as extensive as that hcre lmol\ ed. , The
cost studies may, therefore, onl;. be. consrdered as estrmates of -costs
.whijch will be experienced in an operatlon which is average in all
respects. - Similarly, to the extent that the proposed fruck seales sug-
gested by the several wilnesses are based on such cost studies, those
secales may be consrdcrcd only as approximations. ‘of the general level
of rates required to return the estimated average costs, lfo\\'e\ T,
when viewed eolleetively, the cost studies and Tale propasals pr@enled
appear to afford a reasonably reliable indication of the level Of high-
\\ay carrier rates which should be &tabhshed in ihrs procf;edmv

. The rates which are eslabhshcd by the order herem as minima for
blgh“ ay carriers, tooether ‘with approprrate rules, regu!atlons and
charges for accessorial serv. ices, are set forth in a form of tanft‘ annexed
to the order as Appendix “*C*’, In de\olopma these rales care ful con-
sideration has been given to all of the cost estimates, rate proposals and
other festimony of record, and to the mandate of Secllon 10} of the
Highway Carriers’ Act. It is believed that the resultmu scales mll
properly protect the lntcrcsts of the public and Ihe carrrcrs. o

. The rates are sct forth on a eents per 100 pounds basls. ' Althouch

a few mtncses recommended the cstablnhmeni of rates in amounts pér
\ehlcle unit, the fact that truck equrpmont is not standardized as {o
size, that rates so stated cncouraoe orercrondnw and that 1hev give
littte recognition to the differences in value of the COI’nl'llOdll) and the
value of the serviee rcsnllma from differencés in \\eraht , strongly indi-
cates that the cents per 100 pounds basis w 111 be more satlsfaclory to atl
concerned. A still more important reason’ for using the cents per 100
>1)Oll!ld> basrs, however, is that truck and rail ratos for the sanie frats-
porlalron ‘must alternate if there is to be’ an cquaht) of compemn'e
opportunity, and weight is the’ onl) umt of measurement ¢omnion fo
“both forms of transport and praclrca‘ole as a umt for compnlmd alter-
native charges.

Separate truckload rates are provided for catt]e, shoep and hoc's
.the rate scale for cach class of stock being subdivided into two weight
brackets. - The scales are set forth in mileage blocks prozressing from
0 to 3 miles, from 3 to 5 miles, from 5 to 50 miles in 5-mile bloeks, from
50 to 200 miles in 10-mile blocks, from 200 to 300 miles in 20-mile

sald:

“scales
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many. western Siates. Also, this Commission has itself used the cents
per 100 pounds basis in prescribing.the 26414 scale in Case No; 2900
and related cases as well as in numerous subsequent decisions wherein
the 26414 scale was adopted.:: The rates prescribed for rajl carriers in
lhis procéeding will therefore be stated in cents per 100 pounds. ;-
- In determining a reasonable maxiolum leve¢l of rates for transpor-
tahon within this State, it scems -evident . that,; in the.absenge of
a speeific showing as to diiferences, if any, in trausportalion conditions,
or other possible justification therefor, the rails should not be author-
iZzed {o maintain-rates higher than those prescribed by the Interstate
Commerce Commission in the Docket 17000 scale {as inereased under
Ex Parte:123) for interstate -transportation throughout the entire
wvestern territory, including California.??.. As a malter of fact, the
rates proposed by rails thémselves are, with the exception of rates for
the transportation of certain livestock- for. distances more than: 300
miles, lower than or appro\umtel\ lhe same as correspondmrv ratcs
in the 17000 scale.; .. : = Vo
‘The r¢ason adv anced by ralls for proposmg rates hlgher tha.n the
1_700'0 scale for long distane¢s hauling was that {ruck competitipn was
less severe for long haul transportation. Another reason was that
rates provided in the 17000 scale for the longer distances were do.swned
to relurn minimum costs enly *? and that the rails must depend upon
long haul noncompetitive livestock trafiic to bear the greater share of
overhead costs.  Additional reasons given in justifieation of the higher
rates proposed were that in prescribing relatively low feeder rates, the
Interstate Commerce Commission contemplated that the rails would
receive an oulbound haul from the feeding point at the balance of the
through rate for fat livestock from point of origin to nltimate destina-
tion, and that irasinuch as a singte line of rates is proposed by the rails
for both fat and feeder catlle, the scale should lie somewhere between
lhe interstate fat and feeder rafes. c S PR
\hile the foregoing arguments have clements ot ment there are

rolher considerations which indicate strongly that the 17000 fat and

feeder seale should, with one exceptron to be heremafter explaired, be

—_—

2 m clgclsl n in Docht r.ooo 5upr3,»the Inlerstale Commen.e Commlss'on

* \\‘nh lrterslate lraﬂl:~ moﬂrg ln lhe western dlstrkt under 10 dir!erent rate

[»rescnbed or approveéd by us at various tlmes, and under tumeroua other rata
bases Initlated by the carrlers and contalning numerous Inconsistencles whikh we
cannol hereln take the time to describe, ard Intrastate trafic moyving under varlous
bases Imposed by State authority, it has become evident through this In ulry that a

-much greater degreé of unifermlity In rates and practlees can ard a1l obtaln.

Unnecessary varlety In rates and practices tends to ¢reate undue rrejudica and prefer-

ence, thereby lrr;(;tlrf undue burdeny or giving undue advantage as telween \arlous

focalitles and parts of Lthe country, a slfuation which the law sceks to axols
IGC”lT!he) Inleratate Commerce Comm!ss!on sald in Do(ket ﬂuoo decls!on (ITS

o Ju dgcd by these surdard- livestock In porttons of lhe nestem dlslrlct 1s not
al present bearirg fts falr share of the trarsportation burden, 2nd under the rate
levels herefn found reasonatle, It will do no rmore than meet these m!n[mum
requiréments™

._,.,._
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those instandgs where rales fromn California:producing areas fo:Cali-
fornia markets are higher than rates from outsxde producmg terntornes
to those same markets. - . 1. .1 . N ST

+ Im view of the cond:hon of the mlrastate h\'estock rate struc(ure,
lhe prescription of maximum rail rates i is clearly essential in order that
excessive rai] rafes may Le brought fo.a reasonable le\el and related
to the service performad. -However, lhe preseription of minimum rail
rates does not.appear necessary al this fime. Although eertain, Iall
rates are undoul,tedl) well below a, maximum - reasquable | tevel,- the;e
is nothmo in the record to md:cate thai lhg reduetxons belos\ the
truck rate herun fonud reae.onabh, ha\e been effe‘.ted solcly for Ihe
purpose of de»lro,\ ing-truek eompehuon On Ahe contrar), xt seems
probable that such rcduced rates ha\e bem estabh:hed in order fo
move {raffic \\'hlch could not bcar bloher ratcs. On. ‘lhla record then,
on]y ma.umum ratea should be pnserlbed for rail’ lrausportallon‘
In \'1ew of the fa,ct that puscnt ra:l raleb are publ:shed somehmes
in dollars per ear and at other times in cenls per 100 pounds a matter
of first lmportance is to determine what form of stating rates ‘should
be adopted in prescribing rail rates for the future. As hereinbefore
pointéd’ out, the principal reasons advanced in favor of . the dollars
per car basis are (1) that it is cdnvenient, (2) hat it eliminates
the necessity of weighing the stock, and (3) that from a cost stand-
point, differences in per ear weights are of little significance. On the
othér hand, those who advocate the cents per 100 pounds basis argue
(1) that this basis gives greater recognition to the value of the serv ice
performed, (2) that it gives greater recoguition to the value of the
commodity and the potential lisbility of the carrier for damages
(3).that it discourages unduly heavy loading of cqmpmcnt 1o :the
point of overerowding and thus.tends lo reduce claims, (1) that it
facilitates the relating of rates to and the cowmparison of rates with
those on other commodities, and (5) that it affords the proper basis
for equalizing compelitive rates of truck, rail or \CSQI cargiers which
offer different kinds and sizes of equipment. The arguments prosented
appear to weigh heanb in faver.of the cents per 100 pounds basis.
Moreover, there is a dlslmct Arend toward the use of that method of
stating rates tbrou«ﬂmut the United States. The Doeket 17000 scale
preseribed by the Intentate Commerec Comuussmn was sgt forlh in
cents per 100 pounds® and cenis per 100 pounds baSb is in use in
. M_—‘ln its decle.rn In Doctet l.oco supra, the Inler<tate Commeroe Ccmmlss!on

“Wiithin Mountatn-Pacific lernlor) the customary methc-d of pu Hshtng rates is
fn amcunts per car, and conslderable @ifference of opinicn devels as (0 whethér
G s e e b e Ve T e B Tonding 1u nat 1a The atercan
of elther akippers cr carrlery swhere it iy caxicd to the ing cf oveccrpuding, a3
overcrowding very comn:ionly results in trampling, and In hot we. m«‘i suffocation

of the livestock, with consequent Joss and damage clalms. I scems exddexnt thal the
cemls-per-hundred-pounds tasis, under which ke shipper pays charges on the actual

welgdt shipped, &y falrer from every standpoiat thaa the per car basis” {Emphasis
supplied.)

— 25 —

blocks and in 23-mite blocks thereafter.. They, afe s6 constructed that,
based upon’ average loading figures of record, approximately the same
revenie per unit of equipmént will be produced whetler callle, sheep
or hogs are fransported. ' In volume, these rates conform closely to
those suggésted by the Commission’s wilness.: S PIPERD

~ The rates: prov:ded for less-fiuckload transportati(m are. 1der.'|tlcal
with the first elass rates set forth in Decision No. 31606, of :December
27,1938, in Casé No. 4246, in re Eslablishment of Rales for all Common
and. IIightcay Carriers, for the {ransporiation of general merc¢handise
ji-minimum quantities of 4,000 pounds?'s. In general, they. are some-
what:lower than the less-truckload rates suggested by. the Commmmn s
avitness. - It does - not appear that for-hire carriers engage in, lc&i~
truckload transportation to any great extent, except in the transporla-
tion of dairy cows, and the adoption of a less-trickload scale appears
necessary mainly in the interest of having anall- mclusnc rate steneture
and to take care of the dairy cow mmement VI :

The rules and regulations governing lhe apphcatlon of the rates
arg generally the same as those heretofore adopted by the Conmission
in connection with outstanding minimum rate orders or. recommended
in this proceeding.-, Only four of the rules, viz, that. relating to the
ascer(mnmcr of \\elghts that aulhormna lhc pcrform-mqe of split

‘plck-up or split deh\ery serviee, that prowdmu a charge for bedding

service, and that permitting the’ alternatue apphcallon of rail rates

‘appear to require discussion.

Due to the difficully of asccrlaunnv lue\tock shlppmo wewhts
the first mentioned rule sets forth sev: eral altemah\e bases for comput-
ding w exohts the apphcable basis being determmed prmclpally by the

_presenee or. absenece of \\mohmg faclhhes Deslmahon hoof welghts

are (o bo used whenever obtamnble, leas a prescnbed fill allowance
when livestock has been fed and w. atered at deslmahon pnor to \rcwh-
ing. Origin hoof w cxchts are fo be used w hen a meam for ascerlammg
‘destmahon hoof “elahls 1s not avan!able Ta the c\ent hoof weights

'an, 1ot obtamable at origin or dcslmahon \\ucrbts ob!alred by thé use

of \chrc!e scales are pcrmltled to be used \\’hen the &uipnment con-

“tains bedding or refuse at the hme of w elolunn and it is 1mprachcable

té weigh the equipment emply, a provision is mcluded that 500 pbunda

'ma) be added 1o the marked tare for the purpose of compating ‘the neét
wweight of thé liv estock 1 actual hoof weights at origin or destination,

or Vehiele seale \\el'vhis en roule, aré not obtainable becanw of lack of
W eighing facilities at some intermédiate _poml alonrr the route 'of move-
ment, it is prov. ided that a certificd stateinent of estimated weights may
be acceplod as a l-a:m fnr the aqsescment of freloht charges- In

i

= Oy dinuy lncs'cvrk In less- ca.ﬂoad ?un Aftles b)r rafl Iz ratf:d al ﬂrtl dus !n

" Western Classincation No. €7, C.R.C
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instancés where the shipper fails to furnish actiial weights of livestock
when known or to furnish a certificate of estimaled weight when the
actual weight is ndét known, and ‘hére other means of ascertaining the
‘dctoal weight are not available, provision'is made for the use of esti-
mated weights specifically set- forth.” The citimhted’ weights adopted
for:this purposé were suggested by the Commission’s witness and were
confirmed as réasonable and proper by the testimony of others. 1) .
' -*»Thé:.‘ézapbeai-s‘ ‘t6 be some démand : for '$plit pick-up:and split
‘delivery: service in connéction with the miovement 'of dairy: éows
betweéri” sales’ yards and dairiess and also betweéen dairies and the
pubhc stockyards: “ Por this reaton, a rule for split’ plck up and split
delnery séruce i3 included 'in the tariff, . The rule is the same in
prmc:ple 88 thaf _suggested by the Commission’s mlness, éxcept that
‘it nares a lower charge to be 4dded ‘for the extra service. It provides
for the basing ‘of charges upon the rate apphcab!e to the shortest
construch\e mileage via the several points 6f piek-up or delivéry, sub-
jéet to  additional chargcs whith a¥e necessaty {o compiensate for the
‘extra time' which it may reas0nably be expectcd wnll be ¢0nsumed in
"performmg the extra serviee, - i :
’I‘he beddmg rule provides That \vhene\er the carrier beds the
'eqmpment addmonal charges of 15 cents peF smgle déck truck unit,
$] 00 per’ double deck truck un.t, per singlé deck truck and trailer
or smale déck tractor and semi-trailer unit, and $1.50 per double deck
truck and trailer or double deck tractor and semi-{railer unit, shall
‘be assessed.  These .charges will cover the furmchmg of material, the
pcrformance of the service, or both.’ They eonform dosel) with the
cha;‘ges assessed by the rail lines for beddmg rail cars and should tend
1o place the twé forms of transporl on an approxlmate parity in this
revard as “ell as compenﬁale the . carners for the cxpense of materials

o The rule for alternatmo mlmmum truck rates with rall ratcs
and mlh combmatwns of truck and rall rates is the same as the
rule ordmanl) used in connectmn mth general merehandne rates.
1t permits obsenance by truck carnem of the rall rate for transpor-
tation from and to the raithead pomts, plus the truck rate. for move-
ment from or to off-rail points, where\ er such rail rate or combmahon
rate maLes less than the through - truck rate Highway carrier wit-
nesses urged that recognition be given lo_the ambulator_\ nafure of
livestock which enables it to be driven for fairly short distances at
an asserfedly inconsequential cost to the shipper, by extending the
application of the raithead rates 1o off-rail points nearby. Some wit-
nesses suggested that raithead rates be permitted to apply from and
to points within a radius of 5 miles from the rail station or rail loading
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point. Othker testimony indicates, however, that driving livestock, evén
for distances as short as 3 or 5 miles, entails a labor expense for care-
takers, and somelimes for horses. In addition, there is some shrinkage
foss in the ‘weight of stock whén they are driven even for such short
distanées. ' The ¢ost of driving livestock to or from railheads eanmot
be determmed defi mtely on this record but-it sceind Feasonable to

feonclude that this cost'is no lower than'the voluine of the hloh“ay
’carriets rates esthblished herein ‘as a' minfmum for dsstancea up' {o
3 mlles d To wuore this cbs{ b)"ettemimd rallhea& ratcs to’ points

located e\ en as clése as 3 of 5 'miles from thé rail loading pou’lt Wduld
extend ‘an unfair coneéssion to hlghway carriery, resuli in unequal
competltne relatlonshlp beh\een ‘rail ]mes and highw a) carrlers and

‘perbaps create a discrimination as beh\een shlppers

"The rccord in this procéeding contams no requési for Wié cstab-
hshment of maximum rates for hwhwa) carnere, nor docs thcrc appear

to be a need therefor at present. C{mseqnenﬂ_), maumum hl“‘h“’ﬂ)’
‘carner rate.s are not estabhshed herein,

Hallﬂahs Lo U : Lo TR

 As pointed out by numerous mtne.s»es and as conceded by the
1alls, intrastate rates on fat stock bear no uniform or consiétent rela-
tionship to rates on feeder stock and rates on the several kinds of
stock are not related to cach other according to any uniform plan.
Often there are published for identical transportation (1) a scale of
mileage rates in ¢ents per 100 pounds, (2) a scale of mileage rates
in dollars per car, and (3) specific point-to-point rates upon either
a cents per 100 pounds or dollars per ear basis. This eondition not
only results in extreme tariff complexity, but also creales discrimi-
nanons between shipping and markelmd points and between }.mds of
sfock and sizes of shipments. ~ In addition, serious disparities in’ raﬂ
rates exist with respeet to distances and territories. Large areas ave

‘often blanketed by means of speeial commodity rates. Rate fevels in

certain parts of the state are sometimes lower, and somelimes higher,
than rates for the transporlahon of the sanie kind of slock for similar

'dlstances in other parts of the state, although operalmg condmons

and incidents of lrautportatlon may be relatively the same.

~ Another grave defeet in the California rait rate struciure from
a public standpoint at least, is that it is inconsistént ‘with and is
not related to the “ounlamJ’acxﬁe seale preseribed by thé Interstate
Commerce Commission in Docket 17000, supra, and established for
interstate transportation between points within California and belween
points in California on the one hand and points in neighboring states
on the other hand.’ Other circumslances being equal, the competitive
position of California livestock interésts is, of course, prejudiced in
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:éritltled j} pceulmua, “min
ps}abhshe&l for the lransportallon of livestock bv hioh“a) carrierxs

rPehhon for Reconsnd‘erahon of Subsequent Haul Ru!er IR

By TuE CoMuissioN:
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QRDER, DENYING, PETITIONS ;FOR. REOPENING, BECONleERATI ON

F A A L A SR U S

on RE EARING AND SUPPLEMENTAL ommoﬁ AND ORDER

i de 2n g

B) I)chon ‘\0 3!92—1 of Aprll ll 1‘7'3 as amended in lhe above
imnum rales of s!a‘ew:de -appheatlon were

and mqt]p]um rates were established for llke iransportatlou by 1'2111
carriers.  The follownw petlttous seeking reopening, reeonsideration
or rehearmg of cerlain malters ln\ olved in that dems:on as amendexd,
have smce been ﬁled oL . ) e e

SRS DI 4 '
wLTSOL .

[ Loat

R Fol!omng the, issuance. of Decmon \'0 ‘31‘324 supra, a pehuon
wag filed by ceyfain interested shippers secking modification thereof
by the climination of . the $0- called Fsubsequent haul” rule, whie bs
provided, in substaunce, that the rates prescribed as maximon for radl
movements of feeder livestock wouhl ‘apply only when the hvestoc]{
received a subsequent rai! baul within a period of one year, ¢ Follow--
ing a public hearing on this petition, it was found that the rule shoulcl
be retained.. (Pecision No. 32427 of October 10, 1939.) ;. Californisx
Calllemen’s Association and California Wool Growers Association
seek reconsideration of the Iatter decision. They allege that propoxr-
consideration was not given to the faet that a similar rale had: beein
found unreasonable Ly the Interstate Commerce Commission i
Malador Land « Callle Co. Lid. vs. 1. T. & 8. P. Ry. ¢f al, 231 L.C.Q.
566; that the Commission erred in eoncluding that elimination of the
subsequent haul rule would require a compensating inere¢ase in the
rate level :\ud additional restrictions against the use of feeder rates
to markctlng pmuh “and lhat thc (‘omnnssnou erred in conchulmrr
that thero ﬂr» 1o dc‘ﬁmtelv dmmgmslmble charactenstms behvceu
f‘ll mu\ fccder liv osfock . .

The Hatedor dccmon was issued b\' lhe In!erstatc (,'ouuncnc
Commission without prejudice to any different eonelusions that inight
be reached in the reopened proeeedings in Docket 17000, Part 9, with
respet to the subsequent haul rule. Tn any event, that decision is not
binding upon ﬂm (‘mmmssxon am] it <hould be uuders!ood ihat the
rule was adopled for intrastate slnpmcnls 1rrcepec-lnt, “of any action
which the Interstate Commerce Commission may, or may not take in
adopting a similar 1ule for interstate shipments.. ‘The as:alled con-
clusions that. ehmmahon of the rule would require a _compousahnn
increase in the rate level and that the differences belw c~en fat and feeder
stock atre not definitely distinguishable, appear fully m “accord with
and supported by the evidence. This petition will be denied.

(3)
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Rail Petiﬁon Seeking Subsﬁtutfon of Sing!e Lmo Sealo for Fal and Fndors

séeking the substxtuhmf of & sfnvle deale of i‘afc& for the dual écale pre-
séribed for fai and foeder livestock, Fespectively. - “Phd proposal m ‘this
pe’utlon appears to' be uléntiéél With thht 4dvocated by the raﬂs m ‘the
ongmél hearings; which t)ropds.ﬂ way' found 'not mshﬁed i Decision

No. 31924, supra. - "No good cause appears for devnaiuia frbm the ¢rig-
inal findings in this Indtter and this’ petition, alss, mll be déxued Fore

Petition to add Arbitrary to Alternative Scale for Jolnt Llne Hluit :

Under Deeision No. 3192, supra, rail ‘éarriers were aulhorazéd to
inciease rates then in effect {o the level of an "alternam e’ scale whlch
was lower ia many instances than thé preseribed manmum Seale.’ Pro-
vision was made that 6} cents pér 100 pounds could be added to the
prescribed - maximum rates for joint liné rail hauls involvink cértain
specified carriers.®  No authorify: was gnen however, to add a like
amounf to rates under tho alternative scalé.’ The rail lines, by appro
priate pétition, now seek the latler aulhoru). In support of this peli-
tion, it is*alleged ‘that the reasoiis found to'justify the addition of 61
cents per 100 pounds fo the maximuim'séale justify a like addition 16
the alterndtive scale. Interested shippers have fnforined the Commis-
sion that they have no objection to the proposed modification. -

It appears from the allegations of the pel:tlon that this is not a
matler ‘in which a'further public hearing is necessary aml thal the
modnﬁcahon souaht should be made.

Corrected Tnlle Page E

AlthouOh the effechu, date of the ralcs es!abhshed by Decxslon
No. 31924, as amended, was extended until November 7, 1939, by 'appro-
priate orders, the title page of Highway Carners Tariff No. 3, in which
these rates were set forth, was not chanued accordmuh A corrected
m!e paae 13 adoptﬁl herem ' L

‘ Therefore, good cause appearmg,

I IS IEREBY ORDFRED that the pehtlon ﬁled by California
C‘attlemcu s Assocxahon and Cahforma Wool Growers Assomahon,

;o 3The justificatlon for the €3 cents rate arbitrary was exp!a!ntd In Declston
l\o ll!ﬂ as follows:

*Thers ate & number ot rallroads In Callfornia which are not requirgd by‘ the
lz.lerﬁute Commerce Commisslon (0 malutatn the 17000 acale because of their
relatlvely short milesge, Night traffc densily or - r financla)l conditions. The
estaltilshment of the I7000 scale of sates a8 maxima for local movements over
thess lines ghould bLe tlmuaﬂy excloded here. ' In several procecdin; s tnvolving
intrastate rates & ¢ this Comml&'on adopted an arblf.rarr of cents per
100 pounds (o be added fo rates prescribed for Jolnt hauls involving move-
ments over cerlaln short Jine raflrpads. qu(h an arbltrary will be adopled here In
prescridting through rates for trantportation fnvolving jolnt hauls between thé major
fatlrcads and one or more of the {short line) rallreads named fn footnote §4.”
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seeking reconsideration of Decision No. 32427 in the above entitled pro-
ceedings, be and it is hereby denied.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the petition filed
by The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company, Southern
Pacific Company, Northwestern Pacific Railroad Company, Pacifie
Electric Railway Company and San Diego & Arizona Eastern Railway
Company, seeking reopening and rehearing of the above entitled pro-
eecdings and reconsideration of Decision No. 31924, as amended, be and
it is hereby denied.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Appendix “'D*’ of
Decision No. 31924, dated April 11, 1039, as amended in the above
entitled proceedings, be and it is hereby further amended by substi-
tuting for Item No. 40 of said appendix the following amended item:

“ITEM NO. 40-A—ARBITRARIES FOR JOINT LINE HAULS

For joint line hauls involving one or more of the carriers
named in Item No. 20, Note 1, as amended, there will be added
to the rates provided i in Item No. 100 or Item No. 110, 6} cents
per 100 pounds.*’

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Decision No. 31924
of April 11, 1939, as amended in the above entitled proceeding, be and
it is hereby further amended by adding to Highway Carriers’ Tarif
No. 3 (Appendix “C’’ to said Deeision No. 31924) the revised page
attached hereto and by this reference maide a part hercof, which page
is numbered as follows:

Original Title Page (Corrected)

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that in all other respects
said Decision No. 31924, as amended, shall remain in full force and
effect.

The effective date of this order shall be the date hereof.

Dated at Los Angeles, California, this 25th day of November, 1939,

Ray C. WaxerFnLy,

Ray L. Rueey,

C. C. Baxkea,

Justus F. CRAEMER,
Commissioners.




Decision No. 32593

BELFORE THE

RAILROAD COMMISSION

or THE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Establishment of maximum and mini-
mum, or maximum or minimum rates, rules and regulaticns .
of all common carciers, as defined in the Public Utilities Case. No. 4293
Act of the State of Californla, as amended, and all high- s
way carriers, as defined In Statutes 1935, Chapter 223, as
amended, for the transportation, for compensation or
hire, of any and all agricultural products.

In the Matter of the Establishment of maximum or mini-
mum, of maximum and minimum rates, rules and regula-
tions of all Radial Highway Commen Carriers, and High-
way Contract Carriers, operating motor vehicles over the
public highways of the State of California, pursuant to
Chapter 223, Statutes of 1935, for the transportation for
compensation or hire of any and all commodities, and
accessorial services incident to such transportation.

Inthe Matter of the Investigation and Establishment of rates,
charges, classifications, rules, regulations, contracts, and
praclices or any thereof, of Common Carriers of livestock.

In the Matter of the Suspension by the Commission on ilsl

Case No. 4088
Part“G”

Case No. 4123

own motion of the cancellation of rates on feeder cattle
from Kalina and Stronghold, California, to Monlezuma,
Witlota, Woodland, Sacramento, Marysvitle, Chico and
Oroville and return to Kalina and Stronghold.

Case No. 3962

fn the matter of the lnvestigation by the Commission on
its own motion Into the rates on feeder livestock between
points in California.

Case No. 394t

In the Matter of the Application of The Atchisen, Topeka
& Santa Fe Railway, Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railfroad
Company, Northwestern Pacific Railroad Company,
Pacific Electric Railway, San Diego & Arizona Eastern
Railway Company, Southern Pacific Company (Pacific
Lines), and the Western Pacific Raifrcad Company for
an increase In rates on carload shipments of livestock.

Application
No. 19636

Frinted Jo €Al CAXIN BTAIX PRINVING OFFICE
SACRAMINTQ: CECRCE M. WOOKE, STATE FRINTLR
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Item

o, ' SECTION NO. 1—RULES AND REGULATIONS

DEFINITION OF TECHNICAL TERMS
{a) CALVES means bovine animals weighing 450 pounds or less.

*(b) CATTLE mcans boving animals weighing more than 450 pounds. (See also para-
graph (e-a) hereof.)

(¢) CARRIER means a radial highway common carrier or a highway contract carrier,
as defined in the Highway Carriers’ Act (Chapter 223, Statutes of 1935, as amended).

(d) CARRIER'S EQUIPMENT means any motor truck or other sclivpropelled high-
way vehicle, trajler, semistrailer, or any combination of such highway vehicles, operated by
the carrier, :

(¢) COMMON CARRIER RATE means any intrastate ratc or rates of any common
carri¢r, or common carriers, as defined in the Public Utilities Act, law{ully on file with the
Commissiont and in effect at time of shipment,

*(e-a) DAIRY CATTLE means cattle which are or have been used or useful in cone
nection with the production of milk by dairies,

(f) POINT OF DESTINATION means the precise location at which livestock is
tendered {or physical delivery into the custody of the consignee or hix agent

*10-\ (z) POINT OF ORIGIN means the precise location at which livestock is physically
Cuneelx delivered by the consignor or his agent into the custody of the carrier for transportation,

10 R i o
(h) RAILHEAD means a point at which facilities are maintained for the loading of live
stock into or upon, or the unloading of livestock from rail cars or vessels,

(i) RATE includes charge and also the minimum weight, rules and regulations govern-
ing, and the accessorial charges applying in comnection therewith,

(i} SAME TRANSPORTATION means transportation of the same kind and quantity
of livestock and subject to the same limitations, conditions and privileges, although not
necessarily in an identical type of equipment,

(k) SHIPMENT means a quantity of livestock tendered by one shipper on one shipping
document at one point of origin at one time {for one consignec at one point of destination.
(See also paragraphs (1) and (m) ).

(1) SPLIT PICKUP SHIPMENT means a shipment consisting of several component
lots, received during one day and transported under one shipping document from (a) one
consignor at more than one point of origin, or (b) more than one consignor at one or more
points of origin, the composite shipment being consigned and delivered to one consignee at one
point of destination and charges thercon being paid by the consignee when there is more than
one ¢onsignor, : ‘

(m) SPLIT DELIVERY SHIPMENT means a shipment consisting of several come
ponent lots delivered to (a) one consignee at more than one point of destination, or (b)
more than one consignee at one or more points of destination, said shipment being shipped
by one consignor at one point of origin, and charges thereon being paid by the consignor
when there is more than one consignee, ;

(n) TEAM TRACK means a point at which livestock may be loaded into, or upon, or
unloaded from rail cars Dy the public generally It also includes wharves, docks and landings

at which the public generally may receive and tender shipments of livestock from and to
common carriera by vessel, I

* Change, Decision No. 33266

EFFECTIVE JULY 15, 1940

{asued by The Railroad Commission of the State of Californin,
Corraction Neo. 3 ) San Franciseo, Californin.

BOABO
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Ttem SECTION NO. 1—RULES AND REGULATIONS (Continued) ' I

No.

MIXED SHIPMENTS
Rates on mixed shipments of livestock shall be assessed in accordance with the following:

(a) Mixed shipments of cattle with calves, sheep, goats or hogs shall be subjcct to the
rate and minimum weight applicable to cattle in straight shipments,

(b) Mixed shipments of shecp or goats (or shecp and goats) with hogs shall be chatgod
for at the ratc and minimum weight applicable to hogs in straight shipments,

(e) Mixed shipments of calves and hogs shall be charged for at the rate and minimum
weight applicable to hogs in atraight shipments,

(d) Horses or other animals for which rates are not provided in this tariff, when
shipped in mixed shipments with cattle, calves, sheep, goats or hogs, shall .be charged for
according to the type of stock thh which they are included (cattle, calves, sheep, goats or
hogs, as the case may be).

A(e) Mixed -shxpmcnts of dairy cattle with other classes of livestock transported within or
between zones described in Items Now, 210 and 220 series, shall be subject to the rate :md
minimum weight provided in this tariff for cartle in straight shipments, :

COMPUTATION OF DISTANCES

A80-A Distances to be used in connection with distance rates named herein shall be the shortest
Cuncelx resulting mileage via any public hm:hway route computed in accordance with the method

80 provided in Distance Table No. 3 (Appendix “A” of Decision No. 31605 as amended, in
Case No. 4088, Part “N", Case No. 4145 and Case No, 4246).

90 LOADING AND UNLOADING

11.7-20 ' Rates include service of drwcr only for loading into and unloading from carrier’a cqmp- ,
ment. See Item No, 100 series for charges for additional help,

ACCESSORIAL CHARGES

An additional charge of $1.00 per man per hour, minimum charge 50 cents, shall be
made for helpers for loading or unloading, or any accessorial or incidental service which is
not authorized to be performed under the rates named in this tariff or for which a charge
is not otherwise provided, :

100 The following additional charges shall be made for the performancg of bedding service
11520 and/or the furnishing of bedding material incidental to the transportation of shipments of
e livestock on which rates, carrying a minimum weight of 12,000 pounds or greater, are assessed:
75 cents per truck unit, single deck; 100 cents per truck unit double deck
100 ¢ents per single deck truck and trailer unit
100 ¢ents per single deck tractor and scmistrailer unit
150 cents per double deck truck and trailer unit
150 cents per double deck tractor and semi-trailer unit,

SHEEP CAMP OUTFITS

Rates provided in this tariff for the transportation of sheep will also apply to sheep
camp outfity, as described in Note 1, when said outfits accompany shipments of sheep, (See
Lxcepdon.)

Nori l.—Sheep camp outfits include wagons, dogs, horses, mules, burros, camp equipment comw
prising tents, stoves, cooking utensils, cots, bedding, harness and other appurtenances in

-use at camp, but do not include hay, graun, z’ecd, merchandise, groceries or clothing,

Excerrion.~The provmom of this item will ‘not apply in connection with shxpmcnts trans-
ported at “any quantity” rates,

* Change, Decision No. 33266
A Change, neither inorease nor reduction.

EFFECTIVE -JULY 15, 1940

Issued by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,
Correction No. 8 San Francisco, California,

T —r—
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SECTION No. 2

LIVESTOCK RATES

12 the charge accruing under Section No. 3 of this tariff is lower than the
charge accruing under this section on the same shipment between the
same points, the charge accruing under Section No. 3

will apply.

* Change, Decision No. 33266

EFFECTIVE JULY 105, 1940

Issued by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,
Correction No, 10 ‘ San Francisco, California.

P ——— ————— ———
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Ttom SECTION NO. 2 ‘ " RATES
No. (In Cents per 100 Pounds)

For Applioation of Rates, See Notes 1, 2 and 3 of Item No. 40 series.

CATTILE SHEEP HOGS'

4 Any Minimum Weight 4 Any Minimum Weight 4 Any Minimum Weight
Quan- 14,000 24,000 Quan. 12,000 20,000 Quan- 16,500 24,000
tity Pounds Pounda Pounds Pounds tity ° Pounds Pounds

6 5
7 6
8 63
9 7
0 73
11 8
12 8%
13 9

14 10
15 11

0 2
17 13
19 14
03 15
22 16
317
a5 18
263

28

299

828 ERES s zaasalansnsE S awo

%
=1

ERSBEEBERE
EREY

4
L4

o
A

858R%

EREGERE

HER
§883

RS CRRNGLERBEVERBE B

600
625
650

675
075 700

For distances over
700 miles add for
ench 25 miles or
fraction thereof___ 039 3

* Change, Decision No. 33288 i
& Reduction in Any Quantity rates, excent as otherwise shown.
@ No change.

EFFECTIVE JULY 15, 1940

lasued by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,
I Correation No. 6 . San Francisco, California.

00480
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SECTION NO. 3

DAIRY CATTLE RATES

If the charge accruing under Section No, 2 of this'tariff is lower than the
charge aceruing under this section on the same shipment |
between the same points, the charge aceruing under
Section No, 2 will apply.

* Change, Decision No. 33268

EFFECTIVE JOLY 105, 1940

Issved by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,
Corregtion No. 11 San Francisco, California.

EFFECTIVE JULY 15, 1840

lasued by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,
Correction No. 7 San Franocisco, California.

e —
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Original Page.esnsesne 13 - HIGHWAY CARRIERS TARIFF NO. 3

SECTION NO. 3 RATES (Continued)

TERRITORIAL ZONE DESCRIPTIONS
(Itoma Nos. 210 and 220 series)

The following territorial zone demcriptions include both siden of streets, doulevards,
roadn, avenues or highways named, and apply in connection with raten moking apecific refere

ences hereto:
ZONE A

Beginning at the intersection of [lauson Avenue and Ln Bren Avenue; thence northerly
nlong La Brea Avenue to Santn Monicn Boulevard: casterly along Santa Monica Boulevard
to Cabuenga Boulevard: mnorthwesterly along Cnhuenga Boulevard to Barham Boulevard:
northerly olong Barham Boulevard to Olive Avenue; northensterly along Olive Avenue to
Alamedn Avenue: northeanterly along Alnmeda Avenue to San Fernnndo Road; woutheanterly
nlong San Fernando Rond to Colorado Strect: eanterly along Colorndo Street and Colorado-
Boulevard to North Figueron Ntreet; woutherly along North Figueroa 'Street to Pasadenn
Avenue; casterly along Pamadenn Avenue to Mimion Street; canterly along Mission Street -
to Los Robles Avenue: wouthennterly nlong Low Roblen Avenue to Wilkon Avenue; moutherly
along Wilson Avenue to Atlantie Boulevard: southerly along Atlantic Boulevard to Firestone
Boulevard ; westerly along Firestone Boulevard and Manchester Avenue to Avalon Boulevard; .
northerly along Avalon Boulevard to Slauson Avenue; wcuterly along Slnunon Avenue to

point of beginning.
ZONE B

Beginning at the intermection of Atlantic Boulevard and Annheim Telegraph Rond .
thence northerly along Atlantic Boulevard to Huntington Drive ; northensterly nlong Huntington
Drive and Falling Leaf Avenue to Foothill Boulevard (T, 8. Eizhwuy No, 60) ; easterly along
Toothill Boulevard to Irwindale Avenue: southerly along Irwindale Avenue to Arroyo Aver
nue; enaterly along Arroyo Avenue to Glendorn Avenue: southwesterly along Glendorn
Avenuo to Pomonn Boulevard: northwesterly and mouthwesterly along Pomona Boulevard to
Hnelendn Boulevard ; wouthwesterly along Haciondn Boulevard to Whittier Boulevard ; wenterly
nlong Whittier Boulevard to Ln Mirada Avenue; msoutherly along La Mirada Avenue to
Imperinl XXighway ; westerly along Imperinl Highway to Valley View Avenue; northerly along
Valley View Avenue to Annheim Tolegraph Road; northwesterly along Anaheim Telegraph
Rond to point of beginning,

ZONE C

Beginning at the intersection of Arroyo Avenue and Glendora Avenue in West Covmn,
thence eanterly along Arrove Avenue and U. &, Highways Noa, 70 and 99 to Archibald Ave-
nue; moutherly along Archibald Avenue to River Street: moutheasterly along River Street to
the Santn Ana River; southwenterly along the Santa Ana River to Flucentian Yorba Boule-
vard ; northerly and northwenterly along Placentin Yorba Boulevard to Richfield Road: northe
erly nlong Richfield Road to Yorba Lindn Boulevard; eanterly nlong Yorba Linda Boulevard
to Imperinl Highway: northwesterly and westerly along Imperial Highway to La Mirada
Avenue; northerly along LaMirnda Avenue to ‘Whittier Boulevard; eanterly mlong Whittier
Boulevard to Hnaciendn Boulevard: northerly along Elnclenda Boulevard to Pomona Boule
vard; northerly and ensterly along Pomonn Boulevard to Glendora Avenue; northeasterly
nlong Glendorn Avenuo to point of beginning,

ZONE D

Beginning nt the point Jeffermon Street crossen the Santa Ann River: thence southerly
nlong Jeffermon Street to Santa Ann Canyon Rond; mouthwenterly nlong Santa Ana Canyon
Road to Santingo Doulevard; moutheusterly along Santinge Boulevard to Chapman Avenue:
ensterly nlong Chapman Avenue to Crawford Canyon Rond: woutheasterly along Crawford
Canyon Road to Newport Avenue; southwenterly along Newport Avenue to Irvine Boulevard:
woutheasterly along Irvine Boulevard to Central Avenue: southwesterly along Centrnl Avenue
to Laguna Rond: moutherly along Laguna Road and ita prolongation to the Pacific Ocean at
Laguna Beach; northwesterly nlong the shore line of the Pacific Qcvian to f.he Snntu Ana
River: northwesterly along the Santa Ana River to point of beginning,

* Change, Decision No. 33266

EFFECTIVE JULY 15, 1940

Issuad by The Raiiroad Comminsion of the State of California,

Correction No. 8 San Francisco, California.

.
————
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Original PRGO.cccnanna-.14 HIGEWAY CAFRRIERS' TARIFF HO. 3
l Py SECTION NO, 3 RATES (Jontinued)

TERRITORIAL ZONE DESCRIPTIONS (Conclnded)
(1tems Now. 210 and 220 neries)

ZONEE

Bexinning at the {nterwection of U. K. Highway No, 101 Alternate and Bay Boulevard;
thence northeasterly along Bay Boulevand to Los Alamitos DBoulevard; mnortherly along Y.on
Alamitos Boulevard to Cerriton Avenue: eusterly nlong Cerritos Avenue tp Hansen Street;
northerly nlong Hanwen Street and Luitwieler Roud to Imperin! Highway; easterly along
Imperinl Highway to Yorba ILindu DBoulevard: wenterly along Yorba Linda Boulevard to
Richfleld Road; moutherly alomg Richfield Rond to Walnut Street; weaterly along Walnut
Street to Jefferson Street; woutherly nlong Jeffermon Street to the Santa Ana River: mouth
wonterly nlong the Santa Ana River to U. 8, Highway No, 101 Alternate; northwesterly
along U. X, Highway No, 101 Alternate to point of beginning,

ZONE F

Beginning at the point the prolongation of Avalon Boulevard meets the Pacific Qcean:
thence northerly along the prolongntion of Avalon Boulevard and Avalon Boulevard to Firee
stone Boulevard; ensterly along Firestone Boulevard to Atlantic Boulevard; northerly along
Atlantic Roulevard to Anaheim Telegraph Rond: southeasterly along Annheim Telegraph .
Rond to Valley View Avenue: noutherly nlong Valley View Avenue to Arteain, Avenue: eanterly -
nlong Artexin Avenue to Hanwen Street: moutherly along Hnnsen Street to Cerritos Avenue:
wenterly nlong Cerriton Avenue to Loa Alamitos Boulevard; moutherly along Los Alamitos
Boulevard to Bay Boulevard; southwenterly along Bay Boulevard and its prolongation to the -
Pacific Ocenn ; northwenterly along the shore line of the Pacific Ocean to point of beginning,

ZONE G

Beginning at the point the prolongation of Torrance Boulevard mestn the Pacific Ocean ;
thence easterly along Torrnnce Boulevard to Madrona Avenue: moutherly along Madrona
Avenue to Carmon Street: eanterly along Caron Street to Avolon Boulevard: southerly along
Avalon Boulevard and its prolongation to the Pacific Ocean; moutherly, westerly and northerly
rlong the whore line of the Pacific Ocean to point of borinning. )

ZONE H

Beginning at the point the prolongation of Culver Boulevard mcets the Pacific Qcean;
thence northeasterly along Culver Boulevard to Jefferson Boulevard: northeasterly along
Jeffernon Boulevard to Slauson Avenue; easterly along Slauson Avenue to Avalon Boulevard;
woutherly along Avalon Boulevard to Cnrxon Street; wentorly along Carmon Street to Madrona
Avenue; northerly nlong Madrona Avenue to Torrnnce Boulevard; wenterly along Torrance
Roulevard and its prolongation to the Pacific Ocean; northwenterly nlonx the shore line of the -
Pacitic Ocean to point of beginning,

ZONE 1 ' f

Beginning at the point the prolongation of Sunset Boulevard meets the Pacific Ocean;
thence northeasterly nlong Nunwet Boulevard to Sepulvedn Boulevard; northerly along Sepuls
veda Boulevard to Venturn Boulevard; southensterly along Ventura DBoulevard and Cahuenga
Toulevard to Santa Monica Boulevard; wenterly nlong Santa Monica Boulevard to La Brea
Avenue; noutherly along La Brea Avenue to Nlauson Avenue; wenterly along Slauson Avenus
to Jeffermon Boulevard; mouthwenterly along Jeffermon Boulevard to Culver Boulevard: msouth. :
wenterly along Culver Boulevard and its prolongation to the Pacific Ocenn nort.hwelterly ‘
along the shore line of the Pacific Ocean to point of beginning. ‘

* Change, Decision No. 33266

EFFECTIVE JULY 15, 1940

lasued by The Railroad Commission of the Btate of California,
. Correction No. 9 San Francisco, California.

88480




I Decision No. 33266

BEFORE THE

RAILROAD COMMISSION

OF THE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Establishment of maximum and
minimum, or maximum or minimum rates, rules
and regulations of all common carriers, as defined
in the Public Utilities Act of the Stale of Cali-
fornia, as amended, and all highway carriers, as
defined in Statutes 1935, Chapter 223, as amended,
for the transporiation, for compensation or hire,
of any and all agricultural products.

} Case No. 4293

printed iv €LLLEOLNTL STATE BLINTING OFFICY
TACIANENTO, (540 LROACE M. MOORZ, FTATE FRINTER
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APPENDIX “A”

W. E. Allan dba Upland Transfer & Storage Co.

H.R. Rraskear, tor 103 Avgeles Chamber of Comninrce.

Cleyten W, Conrow, for Arcoyo Grande Teucking Co.

IHugh S. Center, for Ceast Line Truck Service Ine.

J. B, Cote, for Citizens Trucking Compauy.

I, W, Dail, for Interngtional Brolberhood of Teamsters.

T. M. FicAberg, for Hendrix Truck Corporation.

Wiltiamy (ipsler, for Fureka Cowmission o,

AL S Heoppe, for Happe Transfer (o.

Robert Hays, for El Cerlro Chamber of Commerce.

Hoarey Helferick, for Awmerican Fruit Growers, Ine.

Pzl O. Heha, for Calavo-Sebiropie Fruit (o

V. 1% Hurt, for V. 1. Jluut Company, -

J. M. Hulon for Visalia Truck Company.

¢ F. Kemer, for Imperial County Farm Burean.

Cliff Fordmerk, for Autkony Camphuysen aud cortain other petitioners.

Rickard J. Fow, for Coast Line Truck Service, Ine.

Iiging F. Lycnr, for Cantees” Jeague of California.

Chester MeXatl, for Chester MeNult Trucking Co.

Wee. Meinko!d, for Southern Pacific Company.,

W. 0. Rickardson, for Culshy Packing Company.

M. F. Sreith, for Souvthern Pacific Company.

B W, Smithk, for ‘'T. A. I Joreta.

F. W, Tercotie, for Dale (. RHamsey, dba Valley Truck Co. & Mugh 1. Kealing,
Trustee of the Fatate of Chas. 13, Jee dba Farmers Trucking ‘s‘cn-i(v, bank-
rupt.

Weare and Berol, by Trewitd M. Manning, for Truck Owaers Association of ('ahfornla.

Edwcin €1, Wilcor, for Oakland Chamber of Comnerce.
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in- eompetition with propnetar) carna% throuigh the medmm of
chlpper associations. : s : RS B

.-The record is convineing, nlao tbat r.m.s in ceuta psu 100 pound.s,
are unsatisfactory, for transportation of dairy caitle in st all shipnents
within the Los Angeles milk shed.  The rates proposed. by petitioners
appear to mett the approval of carriers and shippers involved, and to
he more readily adaptable to this service. - Carrier wif maesses testified
that these ratés are substantially thé same as those undier which they
earned & satisfactory profit during an earlier period. . “Under the eir.’
cunstances we-are of  the opinion that the proposed ¥F.ates should be

approved and establisheq by the Commission as minimum rates forthe

transportation of dairy callle within the area involved, . subject : to'the
alternalive use of other rates provided in the live sto-c,k larle when
lower charges result therefrom. .

Therefore, good cause appearing, . . ; »

IT IS HERBY ORDERED that Illgh\\a) ('It‘l'l(‘l‘s Tanft \0. 3
(Appcndl( g of Decision No. 31924 of April 11, 193:9, a5 smnended}
be and it is hereby amended by subshtuhnv therein and aidding thereto,
to become effective July 15, 1940, the new and revised . pages aftached
hereto aud hiereby made a part hercof “htch new anel revicedl - pages
are numbered as follows: - .

S . i

First Revised Page 2 cancels Original Page 2 .

- First Revised PPage 3 eancels Original ’age 3

- First Revised Page 4 caneels Qriginal Page
First Revised Page 6 eancels Original Page 5
QOriginal P"age -\ '

First Revised l’a% 10 cancels Original Yage 10 -
Original Page 11 : : : '
Original I’avc 12

Onfrmal P'wx, 13

On'rmal 1’.1"‘, 14

1T IS HEREBY FUI{TIIFH ORI)I-.RI' l) lhat Ule tarllf ﬁhn(l‘s

requned or authorized to be made by common carriers: miay be made on

not less than three (3) days® notice to the Conmmission zynd to the publie.-

In all other respeets said Decision No. 31924, ass amendded, shall
remain in full foree and effect. : :
This order shall beconie effective on the date hereof

DPated at San l*raucuco C‘allfornm this 3rd da\" of Jul\, 1940
Ray La._ sy, .
Franks R Deviay,
Ravy C. “AELFEHD
C. C. I3axiz, ,
Justu'ss F. CRAENR,
© Commissioners.

o1
l’h nn, Cosuu%szo-‘ :

For addmonai appearanees entered i’n lhls g:roceedmg subsequent lo Oclober
e : 10, 1939, see Appendax “A" hereof.

SUPPLEMENTAL OPINION AND ORDER

: -'I‘Ius procecdmd involves rates; rules and regulations for the irans-‘
portation of agncul(ural produch by commion, yadial highway cohnmon
and highivay contraet carrievs. - ‘This opinion deals with proposed niodi-
fications in rFates, rules and regulations establishéd by Decision No.

31924, as amendad, for the transportation of livestock, ‘coricerning
which evidénde ‘was ‘received at an adjournad hearing “heid n. Les
}anelés On Apnl 10 1910 bcfore P.\ammer ]lryaul LI ' Sr

Promsed Exemphon of Ccr!aln Terntory
m Vulmly of Los Angeies

Cahforma Colton 0il (.‘orporanon urbed lhat the h\cslock decl-
qxon’ ‘be modified so as to exelude certain territory. enibracing several
municipalities and unincorporated areas included within the rail stallon
limits of Los Angeles, or mtlnn all or A porllon of the Tas Augeles
Drayage Area® ' - : ‘ : Y

The traftic inanager of thforma C‘ouon 01l Corporahon pomted
out {hat the livestock deeision preseribed minimum rates for trauspor-
tation between feald yards located in uninecorporated territory of los
Angeles County adjacent to the eily of Vernon on the one hand and
the vavious packing plants located in Vernon on the other hand,; wlhile
no minimum rates have been established to govern the intracity trans-
poriation of livestock Letween competing fead yavds located in Vernon
and the same packing plants. Ile stated that the cstablishad minimum
rates from or to the unincorporated points were somewhat higher than
the *“going’ truck charges for similar {ransporfation of livestock within
the cities of Ios Angeles and Vernon, and declared that even where the
minimum truek charges were predicated upon alternative use of the
© i 1Ry Declsien No. 2924 of April 11, 1939, as amended in lh[s brocccdint. the
Cummtaeion estalblished minimurn rates, rules and regulations for the (ransporfation
of livestock by Righway comnion carller-t radial highway cénimon carrkers and
highway conlract carrlers between all pofn(s in the stale, exclusive of transporia-
tion delwéeen polnts of orig'n and destinatlon within the same Incorperaled city.
The dxclsion also ordered and authoriud cerh!n chmges in the tates of common
carrlers by railroad. -

* Nleference herein to the Ii\cstock dec[sic»n or to the 'll\g\ctock tarll’t" refers
respectively to Dclslon Noo 31324, supra, ‘and to ll!glmay L.!.rrkrs 'rnnlt No. 3,
which {s Appendix “C” to sall @xdslon. '

* The criglnal proposal suggested exeinption of lraﬂk moving l.eu\'oen rolnts
within the free switching rone of the rall lines gerving Vos Angeles - During the
course of the hearing jt appearcd that thls description would be Indeﬁnlte and
ursatisfactlory, and the proposal was amended to &ugiett excmption of traflic
noving between polnts within the Loas Angeles Drayage Area or, as a satisfactory

alternative, within Zones 1-A and 1-D of salkd area. The Ins Angeles Drayage
Area seferred (o hereln s described in City Carrlers” Tarlit No. and Highwa
Carriers’ Tariff No. §, which Is Appendnx “AM lo Declsion No. uaul of Oclober 24,
1%3%, as amendsd, In Case No. #1321,

2—sa150 (3)
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rail switehing charges these differed materially aceording to the num-
ber of railroads which participated in the switch. He stated that in his
opinion the existing rate structure was unduly prejudicial to the feed
yards locatéd in unincorporated teriitory, due to the fact that minimum
rates were fixed for transportation from and to some feed yards, while
comparable intracily transportation pérforméd from and to other yards
was exempt from minimum rates. e recognized that {he discrimina-

tory, feature could be removed by the preseription of reasonable and

nondxscnmmatory rates for ¢iiy tarriers, bui urged that ia the

tine, at least, the s:luatmn be corrected by exemphno additional tern-

tory as proposed. .

: The witness exp!amed lltat Cahforma (,‘otlon 011 Corporallou

operates a livestock feading yard in connection with its plant situated
in unineorporated territory near the city of Yernon, and that this yard
is used for custom feading * in active competition with éther feed pens
located in the cities of Vernon and Jos Angeles. e stated that stock
fattened at all of these feed yards is subséqueiitly transported to pack-
ing plants located in'those eities.” e introdueed an exhibit identifying
packing houses and fedd yards situated within the Los Angeles area,
showing their locations, the railroads serving them, and thé highway
distances, fruck charges and rail switehing eharges between the several
locations. By wmeans of this exhibit the wiiness poinfed out that there
are three feed yards in the eity of Vernon, and {wo located in unincor-
porated territory adjacent to that eify; and that thirteen packing houses
are situated in close proximity to each other in Yernon, while three are
located a few miles distant in the éity of Los Angeles. It appears that
all of the feed yards and packing houses are located within the so-called
station Jimnits of the rail lines at Los Angeles, and also within Zones
1-A and 1-D of the Los Angeles Prayage Area. :
Another witness for pelitioner testified that on numerous océa-
sions since the effecliveness of the livestock decision, packers and pros-
pective feeders had definitely stated to him that they eonld not afford
{o feed their animals at the yard of California Cotton 03l Corporation
because of the differential in transportalion rates. A representative
of a packing company located in the Vernon packing house center
festified that his company at various limes palronized all of the feed
yards in this general territory, ineluding that of California Cotton Oil
Corporation, but that the company was now contemplating the pur-
chase of proprietary vehicles in order that it might continue using the
Iatter yard.
_ 'The Cudah) Packing Company concurred in general i in the pro-
posal of California Cotton Oil (,orporahon, urging that the exeinption

'Custom fco:dm refers to the practice of t’e«!mg and fatlentr:s livestock for
cihers without partkcipation in tha ownerd’dp of the animale,

—g .

would separate and bound them. - The proposed rates, while stated
on the zone plan, were construefed on the general basis of 75 cents
per head for. the first 10 niiles, $1.00 per head for distances of over
10 but not over 20 miles, and an additional 50 cents per head for cach
additienal , 10 miles therecafter. DPelitioners selected basing points in
each of the nine zones for the purposé of converting these distance
rates info zone rates, and therefrom developed rates of 75 cents per
head for: intrazone movement, $1.00 'per head for -transportation
betwecii certain adjacent zones, $1.50 per head for transportation into
the next zone beyond, and s6 on, to a maximum of $3.00 per head
belween the most 'distant ZONES. A minimum cha'rge was proposed
of $1.00 pér shipment. . T — o :

Petitioners uplamed that the proposed rale.s were mtended
primarily for the transportation of cattle moving in shipmeénts of five
head or less, but said that they should be permitted to apply to any
number of head subjccl to the alternalne use'of the ‘established wéight
rates where lower clhiarges would resnlt " This plan, the carriers said,
would permit thein to assess the proposod rates on shipinents of elglnf
or ten animals or more, if the occasion shduld arise, but wonld not pre-
clude the use of the established weight rates which are entirely sahs~
factery for minimum weights of 14,000 or 24,000 pounds.

The proposed rate revision for dairy cattle was approved and
supported by the California Fann Bureau Federalion; the Cenfral
Milk Sales Agency (2 eooperative marketmg organization representing
some 650 dairies in the arca involved); and by Western Consumers
Dairy. The managers of the latler two organizations were called as
witnesses, and festified in support of the petition. .

No one opposed either of the above proposul modlﬁcatmns. .

The evidence adduced in the original lmarmgs in this matter are
devoted mainly to transportation of live stock in truckload quantities
and the testimony concerning fransporlation of small shipnients was
of a very general nature. The minimum rates for ““any quantity"’
shipments established as a result of those hearings were related to the
rates established for the transportation of general merehandise, and
it was anticipated they would find their principal use in preventing
a breakdown of the truckload rates through the splitting of a single
shipment jnto iwo or more parts. While no new cost cvidence was
introduced in the instant hearings, the characteristies of live stock
transportaﬁqn in small shipments were described with much greater
compléteness and detail. The augmented record now indicates that
the proposed rates for any-quantity shipments will give the carriers a
reasonable opporlumty to enjoy compensatory operations and that in
any event those rates are as high as the carriers can hope o obtain
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Carrier wilnesses ddclaréd furlher that the use of constructive
mileages in determining applicable rates, as required unde# the live-
stock decision, is impracticable and unsatisfactory so far as the trans-
portation of daify caitle in small shipments within the Los Angeles
milk shed is concerned.:: In support of this contention they explained
that the individual dairies ate generally small-in area; are frequéntly
clase fogéther or adjoining, and in some cascs as many as fifteen or
twenly of them may front on a single street or road within'a distande
of one mile or less.. Under these eondilions, the carriers said, the mile-

~age basis is difficult to apply and inevitably productive of disputes and
differénces of opinion between carriers and-shippers, and is particu-
larly unsatisfactory under eircumstances such as prevail hére, where it
is of primary importance that the transporiation be performed rapidly
and without delay, - - ¢+ 7 = ISR PP IS SR VAL SR

“The same wilnesses stated also thal the weight basis is undesirable
for the transportation of dairy catile from the ‘sales” yards to the
dairies.'* In this conncction they explained that thé arnimals are
purchased on the basis of their estimated productive ecapacily rather
than upon the basis of weight; and for this reason the purchasers are
not intercsted in weight and’the sales yards are not equipped with
livestock scales.  The wilnesses referred to the fact that the coivs must
be {ransportéd to the dairies without delay, and declared that if the
carriers were to altempt to weigh the animals at public scales in the
vieinitly of the sales yards, the congestion resulting from a large num-

_ber of earriers trying to obtain weights at the same time wounld make it
" physically impossible to perform the weighing and transportation
service in an acceplable mannér. . . L
The witnesses recognized that these objections to the weight lasis
were not applicable to the transportation of discarded dairy caftle
from dairies to packing houses, inasmuch as in this case the animsls
are sold upon the basis of weight and the weights are obtainable at
destination. © They asserted, however, thal as to this traflic the any-
quantity weight rates now applicable under the live stock tariff were
unreasonably high, and, as previously explained, that the use of con-
structive mileages as now required was burdensome and generally
impracticable. They declared that the fransportation had been more
satisfactorily performed in the past upon a per-headl basis, and recom
mended the adoption of that basis Lere. . :
For transportation of ‘dairy catlle within the Tos Aungeles milk
shed, petitioners proposed the use of zone rates, stated upon the basis
of dollars and cents per head. Under their proposal the Los Angeles
milk shed weuld be divided into nine zones, which petitioners defined
by reference to the streets, roads or other geographieal fealures which

U The establizkhed minimum rates are stated In cents ger 109 pounds.
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~ bé made app'icable to the ¢nlire Lo§ Angeles Drayage Area pending an

investigation dealing specifically and exclusively with the transportation
of livestock within' that area. No one oppased the suggestéd modifi-

‘cation. - S N . .
- - In'viéw of the compelition which the record shows to exist beliween

feed yards located in the city of Veruén and feed yards located in

“unincorpdrated territory just outside of the city, it is apparent that the

present raté structuré places a sérious handicap ‘upon the lattér yards.
This is due, of ¢olirsé, not to'any defect in the minimum ratés swhich

‘havé been established, but to the circumsiaices that rates havé been

fixed for somie but 'not all ‘'of the yards. . The prejudice to the yards
situated in unincorporated territory is enhaticed by the fact that high-

“way carriers operating within the’eity of Vernon havé reducéd their

transportation chatges to a basis which is lower than that fixed by the
Commission as miximuin for siniilar transportation from and to adja-
cent points. . ERHE

.- The Tos Angeles Drayage Avea was excluded from the application
of rates on general commoditics established by Iighway Carriers’
Tariflf No. 2 (Appendix “D?* to Decision’ No. 31606, -as amended, in

‘Case No. 4216), for the reason that transportation within that aréa is .

the subjeet of separate and specifie consideration in anothef proceeding,
involving all classes of for-hire carriers® - Under the eircumstances
here shown to exist it appears that the same territorfal éxemplion
should be made in the livestock tariff, and the order herein will so
provide. ' ’ ; ' '

Revision of “Any Quantity™” Livestotk Rates

The California ¥Farm Burean Federation asked that the “‘any-
quantity’’ rates provided in the livestock tariff for transportation of
small shipments by motor truck be materially reduced ‘for all classes
of livestock between all points in the state. * In addition; a number of
radia} highway commen carriers enigaged principally in the transpor-
tation of dairy cattle within the so-calledl Los Angeles milk shed, asked
that a basis of zone rates, stated in dollars and cents per head, be
substituted for the present any-quantity rates for the transportation of

dairy’ caltle within the so-called Los Angeles milk shed.*

X *Case No. {121, In the Maller of the Establishment of just, rcasonable and
v.n—dfsqlmlua!o? marinusy or pinivivm or marimen and wmintoiwsm rates, reles,
classifications and regulations for the tramipor{ation of propesty for compensation or
kire over the pullic hMokays of txe Cify of Los .Ingtfci, riginaly only Ios
Angeles clly carrlers were respondents, Lut tre scope of the procecding was subse-
quently enlarged to Include all Ins Angeles Counly for-hire carrlers. | L

2The milk shel area referved to §s th: area from which metropolitan Los
Angeles recelves Its principal milk supply. Reoughly, it Is bounded by the Pacific
Ovean on the south and west, by the Angeles National Forest on the north, and by
the Santa Ana River and Santa Ana Mountains on the east.. It embraces pertlons
of Los Angelex, San Birnardino, Riverside and Orange Countics. There are more
than §00 dalrles within this area, milking approximately 100,000 cows. - -
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o+ 4 witness for the Federation testifial that he had made a careful
survey of the raté situation among the livestock shippers aud some
truck carriers throuahout e state, and found that the rates estab-
lished for *'quanlity"’ lots were in general entirely satisfaclory,! but
those for the transporlation of small shipinents over short distances
-were considered éxcessive. - Ile stated that at rocent meetings of. the
-Catifornia Farm Bureau Federation held in several lvestock shipping
aveas of the state he had found the shippers and carriers to be in sub-
.stantial agreement as (0. the level of rates which they would consider
fair and reasonablé for this trausportation.. .On the strength of this
general agreement e recommended, on behalf of the Catifornia Farm
Bureau Federation, that the minimum any-quauntity ratés for the trans-
portation of livestock be reduneed to the basis of onc-half. the present
any-quantity rales for distances of sixty miles or less, and double the
present 24,000-pound minimum cattle rates for (]Nh‘lllci‘b over sixty
Imle\

.. The wiiness testified that Leeause of dissatisfaction mlh ihe pres-
ent any-quandity. rates, there was a tendencey among the farmers to
orgavize cooperative asso¢iations for the purptse of ‘obtaining lower
transportation charges on their small shipments of livestock.® e said
that several such organizations had been formed already, and others
would probably develop in the near future unless the any-quantity rates
were reduced.  He stated that in his opinion the ercation of 1hese asso-
ciations for the purpose of performing transporfation servieé was
unnecessary, and detrimental to the interests of both farmers and for-
hire truck operators. lfe thought there were enough for-hire carriers
in every agrieultural community in the state to perforny all necessary
transportation services, amld he believed that the rafes should be wodi-
fied in accordance mth his recommendation in order llmt these carriers
might retain the business. .

The Agricultural Agent of r~'anta B'ub'ara Counh‘ cal!ed 8s a
witness by the California Farm Bureau Federation, testified that sev-
eral meetings of livestock shippers had been held in his county for the
purpose of considering the organization of a cooperative livestock
association in order to reduce the transporfation charges: This wit-
ness said that unless the any-nuantity rates were reduced ke thought
positive aetion would be taken. A truck operater with headquarters

in the same counly sfated that in his opinion the present any-quaniity

rates were higher than he ecould conhm e to collcct He had no specifie

¥ The witness quali ﬂed this statement by saylng that ke telieved tha truckloaa
rates for transportation of rheep were fomewhat high e recognized, however,
that these rates were not directly Involved in the scope of the hearine. -

S Rection 1(f) of the Flichway Carrlers” Act (Statutes 1335, Chaster 213, as
amended) provides for the excmpltion of “Any nonprefit agricultural mmraute
aesoclation or;:anlzed and_acting within the scope of its powers vnder Chapter 4,
Dovisloen VI the Agpricultural Code to the ¢xtent only that it may te engaged in
transporting iis own groperty or the proporty of its members.””

—_T

rate récommendation to’offer. cxeept that hé thought the minimum
weight’ oE 16 500 p-ounds on- hogs thonld ibe reduced to about 10000
pounds b B e .
- th respeet to the propmed révision of rates for transportatwn
of dalr)' callle in the Los Angeles milk shed it was explained that the
producing catile, said to number approximately 100,000, are réplacéd
at a raté of about one-third cach year.  The area does not raise its own
dairy daftle, but draws the mature animals from various points through-
out thé western states. These ahimals move in ¢arload lots into local
sales yards,: located -prineipally. in the vieinity of Hyiies and Bassett,
and are thére sold fo the'dairymen-at public ‘auetion.. The sales afe
held several times weekly and, as the cows are not milked for several
hours before the auétion; it is essential that they be nioved promptly
fo the dairies for milking after the sale has been consunimated.’ . Com-
petition has foreed a high standard of butter fat production; and cows
whicli fall below the standard are quickly sold to packing housts and
replaced by frésh stock. - The purchases and sales by the dairies con-
sist gencrally of one or two animals at a time, and rarely éxceed five
or six. - For these reasons; wilnesses explained; there'is a substantial
regular movement of dairy cattle from léeal sales yards to dairies, and
from-1he dairias {0 stockvards and - packing houses. The individual
shipments are small and the hauls are relatively short, but the niove-
ment in the augreoate 'uuonnts to more than 30 000 head a year in cach
direction. . - S o

"Thé petitioning carriers assert that lhcv perform at lmsl 90 per
cent of the transporialion of the replacement coiwvs from local sales
yards to the dairies, and of the discarded cows from the dairies to stock-
yards and packing housesy and that this transperiation constifutes the
bulk of their business. . With few exeeptions the carriers own and
operate only one moétor vehicle each, and the service which they render
is a peculiar one which is apparently direetly responsive to the needs
of the local dairy industry, and is not competitive with that rendered b)
common carriers or by other classes of for-hire carriers

- Pelitioriers testified that in their opinion the mininum rates
applicable to the transportation of dairy catile in small shipments were
higher than the shippers could afford to pay for the service. Theyv
stated without hesitation thatl the effective rates for the larger ship-
ments were entirely satisfactory to themselves and, so far as they
kunew, fo their shifipers, and were applied without diflieulty when
farger shipments were offered—as, for etample, in the nov emenl of a
herd from one dalr} to another. :

'The r«\ rd ~ruus that al? of the petitioners m:l‘ke lt a rraclke to t-e presznl
at the rales yards during the avctions, ard there solicit the fransportation service
from the dafrymen as each purchase Is made, To a Jarge exltent cach ol<rater
regularly sccures the shipments of certain dalrles which he considers as hls owWn
clientele. .
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S SECTION NO. 1—RULES AND REGULATIONS

DEFINITION OF TECHNICAL TERMS
{a) CALVES mc.'m; bovine animals weighing 450 pounds or less,
(b) CATTLE means bovine animals weighing more than 450 pounds,

(¢) CARRIER means a radial highway common carrier or a highway contract carrier,
as defined in the Highway Carriers' Act (Chapter 223, Statutes of 1935, as amended).

(d) CARRIER'S EQUIPMENT means any motor truck or other self-propelled high-
way vehicle, trailer, semi-trailer, or any combination of such highway vehicles, operated by
the carrier,

(¢) COMMON CARRIER RATE means any intrastate rate or rates of any common
carrier, or common carricrs, as defined in the Public Utilities Act, law{ullv on file with the
Commission and in effect at time of shipment,

({) POINT OF DESTINATION means the precise location at which livestock is
tendered for physical delivery into the custody of the consignee or his agent,

(g) POINT OF QRIGIN means the precise location at which livestock is physically
delivered by the consignor or his agent into the custody of the carrier for transportation, -

(h) RAILHEAD means a point at which facilities are maintained for the loading of live-
stack into or upon, or the unloading of livestock from rail cars or vessels,

(i) RATE includes charge and also the minimum weight, rules and regulations govern-
ing, and the accessorial charges applying in connection therewith,

() SAME TRANSPORTATION means transportation of the same kind and quantity
of livestock and subject to the same limitations, conditions and privileges, although not
neeessarily in an identical type of equipment,

(k) SHIPMENT means a quantity of livestock tcndcrcd by one slnppcr on one shipping
docuruent at one point of origin at one time for one consignee at one- point of destination.
{Sec also paragraphs (1) and (m) ).

(1) SPLIT PICKUP SHIPMENT means a shipment consisting of several component
lots, received during one day and transported under one shipping document from (a) one
consignor at more than one point of origin, or (b) more than one consignor at one or more
points of origin, the composite shipment being consigned and delivered to one consignee at one
point of destination and charges thereon being paid by the consignee when there is more than
ohe consignor,

{m) SPLIT DELIVERY SHIPMENT means a shipment consisting of several coms
ponent lots delivered to (a) one consigncc at more than one point of destination, or (b)
more than one consignee at one or more points of destination, said shipment being shipped
by one consignor at one point of origin, and charges thercon being paid by the consignor
when there is more than one consignee

{n) TEAM TRACK means a point at which livestock may be loaded into, or upon, or
unloaded from rail cars by the public gencral]v. It also includes. wharves, docks and landings
at which the public generally may receive and tender shipments of hvcstock from and to
common carriers by vessel, ,

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE

lasued by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco, California.
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CTION NO. 1—RULES AND REGULATIONS (Continned)

No.
|

APPLICATION OF TARIFF--CARRIERS

Rates provided in this tariff are minimum rates, cstablished pursuant to the Highway
Carriers’ Act (Chapter 223, Statutes of 1935, as amended) and apply for transportation of
livestock by radial highway common carriers and highway contract carriers, as defined in
said Act.

When livestock in continuous through movement is tfamponcd by twWo or more cam;-rs.
the rates provided herein shall be the minimum rates for the combmcd trampomnon.

APPLICATION OF TARIFF—TERRITORIAL

Rates in this tariff apply for trampomt:on of hve-tock between all points - in the State
of Californmia except’ 1h1pmcntu baving both pomt of origin and pomt ot‘ dcstmauon vnthm
the same incorporated city.

APPLICATION OF TARHT—-COMODITIES

Rates in this tariff apply for the transportation of livestock, viz:
Cattle Rates apply on: Cattle, Cows, Bulls, Oxen, Steers,
Sheep Rates apply on: Sheep, Lambs, Goats, Bucks, Ewes, Kids, Calvei Shccp Camp
Outfits (Subject to Item No. 110 Series).
Hog Rates apnly on: Hogs, Pigs, Sows, Swine, Stags.

SHIPMENTS TO BE RATED SEPARATELY

Each shipment shall be rated separately. Shipments shall not be consolidated or com-
bined by the carrier, Component parts of split pickup or split delivery shipments, as defined
in Ttem No. 10 series, may be combined under the provisions of Items Nos, 130 and 140 series,

RATES BASED ON VARYING MINIMUM WEIGHTS

When charges agcruing on a shipment based upon actual weight exceed ‘the charges
computed upon a rate based upon a greater minimum weight, the latter shall apply, For the
purpose of applying this item to a mixed shipment (See Item No. 70 series) the deficiency
between actual weight of the shipment and the greater minimum weight shall be computcd
at the rate applicable to the lowest rated livestock in the \h:pmcnt

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE

lasued by The leroad Commission of the State of California,
San Fransiaco, California.




v. -
-

Qriginal Page....7 HIGEWAY CARRIERS' TARIFF NO, 3

. —— — %

SECTION NO. 1—RULES AND REGULATIONS (Continued)

METHOD OF DETERMINING LIVE STOCK WEIGHTS (Concluded)

Rule lNged-i)-—Basu Applicable in Absence of Hoof or Scale Weights (Con-
clu :

FORM OF CERTIFICATE

I . {shipper or consignee) of Livestock described below,

Number of Kind of
Carricr Animals Animals Origin Destination

-— LT

hereby certify that actual weights have not been obtained to my kmowledge within 5 days
and that T have not sold, bought, or arranged to sell or buy this livestock on a weight basis,
and that the shipment, in my best judgment, does not cxceed (insert estimated weight) pounds
in weight, .

Date -

Signature of Shipper or Consignee.

State of California
County of

Address of Shipper or Consignee,

Rule No, 5—Basis Applicable Upon Failure, Inability or Refusal of SBhipper
and Consignee to Furnish Estimated Weights:
If shipper and consignec are unable, fail or refuse to furnish actual weight when known

or certificate of estimated weight when actual wcig}}t is not known, and other means of
ascertaining actual weight are not available, the following estimated weights shall be used:

Type of Animal Pounds Per Head -

Cattle, Bulls, Steers, Oxen, Cows 900
Calves 300
Hogs, Pigs 200
Sows, Swine 350
Stag 450
Sheep, other than Ewes or BuckSeaca-. 85
Ewes or Bucks 120
Kids, Lambs. 85
Goats 120

EFFECTIVE A8 SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE

Isaued by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco, California.
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SECTION NO. 1—RULES AND REGULATIONS (Continued)

_'ﬂ

SPLIT PICKUP

The charge for a split pickup shipment, as defined in Items No. 10 series, shall be the
charge applicable for transportation of a single shipment of the same kind and quantity of
livestock for the distance from that point of origin of a component lot which produces the
shortcst constructive mxlcn;:c to point of destination, using the shortest constructive highway
route via the points of origin of the several other component lots, plus an added chargc as
provided in Paragraph (1):

(1) Table of added charges:

Number of Pickups Added Charge
2 i 150 cents
3 to and including 5 200 cents
6 to and including 10 250 cents
11 or more 25 cents per pickup

(2) At the time of or prior to the first pickup, the carrier shall be {urmished with
manifest or written shipping instructions showing the name of each consignor, the points of
origin, and the kind and quantity of livestock in cach component lot;

(3) No split pickup shipment shall be aceorded split delivery;

(4) In the event a lower aggregate charge results from treating one or more compo-
nent lots as a separate shipment, such lower basis may be applied,

SPLIT DELIVERY

The charge for a split delivery shipment, as defined in Item No, 10 scries, shall be the
¢harge applicable to the transportation of a single shipment of the same kind and quantity
of livestock for a distance equal to one-half the shortest constructive highway route from
point of ongm and return thereto, via the several pomt‘ of destination, plus an added charge
as provided in Paragraph (1):

(1) Table of added charges:

Number of Deliveries Added Charge
2 150 ¢cents
3 to and including 5 200 cents
6 to and including 10.. 250 cents ‘
11 or more 25 conts per delivery

(2) At time of tender of shipment, carrier shall issue a single bill of lading or shipping
document for the composite shipment, and be furnished with manifest or written delivery
instructions showing the name of cach consignee, the points of destination, and the kind and
quantity of livestock in each component lot;

(3) No split delivery shipment shall be accorded split pickup;

(4) In the event a lower aggregate charge results from treating one or more component
lots as o scparate shipment, such lower basis may be applied.

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE

lsaued by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,

San Francisoo, California.
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Item

No. SECTION NO. 1—RULES AND REGULATIONS (Concluded)

s
't

ALTERNATIVE APPLICATION OF COMMON CARRIER RATES

(a) Common carrier rates may be applied in licu of the rates provided in this tarif,
when such commeon carrier rates produce a lower aggregate charge for the same transportas
tion {rom the same point of origin to.the same point of destination than results from the
application of the rates herein provided, (See Note)

NOTE.—=\When a rail carload rate is subject to varying minimum weights, dependent
upon the size of the car ordered or used, the lowest minimum weight obtainable under
such minimum weight provisions may be used in applving the basis provided in this item,

ALTERNATIVE APPLICATION OF COMBINATIONS
WITE COMMON CARRIER RATES

When lower aggregate charges result, rates provided in this tariff may be used in com-
bination with common carrier rates for the same transportation as follows:

. (a) When point of origin is located beyond railhead and point of destination is locuted
at railhead, add to the common carrier rate applying rom any team track to point of desti-
nation the rate provided in this tariff for the distance from point of origin to the team
track {rom which the common carrier rate used applies. (Sce Notes 1 and 2.)

(b) When point of origin is located at railhead and point of destination is located
beyond raithead, add to the common carrier rate applying from point of origin to any team
track the rate provided in this tariff for the distance {rom the team track to which the
common carrier rate used applies to point of destination, (See Notes 1 and 2.)

{cy When both point of origin and point of destination are located hevond railhead,
add to the common carrier rate applying between any railheads the rate provided in this
tariff for the distance from point of origin to the team track from which the common carrier
rate used applies, plus the rate provided in this tariff for the distance from the team track
to which the common carrier rate used applies to point of destination. (See Notes 1 and 2.) .

NOTE 1m=I{ the route from point of origin to the team track or from the team
track to point of destination is within the corporate limits of a single incorporated city,
the rates provided in this tariff for transportation for distances of 3 mules or less, or
rates established for transportation by carriers as defined in the City Carriers’ Act
(Chapter 312, Statutes of 1935, as amended), whichever are the lower, shall apply {rom
point of origin to team track or from team track to point of destination, as the ¢ase may be,

NOTE 2-~=When a rail carload rate is subject to varying minimum - weights, -
dependent upon the nize of the car ordered or used, the lowest minimum weight obtaine
able under such minimum weight provisions may be used in supplying the basis provided
in this item, . .

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE .

lssued by The Railroad Commission of the State of California,
San Franoisco, California.
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SECTION NO. 2 _ : RATES
(In Cents per 100 Pounds)

. SHEEP, LAMES, ‘ .
CATTLE ‘ GOATS, KIDS, CALVES . OGS

Any  Min. Wt Min. Wt Any Min,Wt.Min, Wt Any  Min, Wt Min Wt
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For distances over
700 miles add for
ench 25 miles or
fraction thereof .. 2

END OF TARIFF

- EFFECTIVE A8 SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE

leaued by The Railroad Commission of the State of Californis,
San Francisco, California.
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