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Decision No. ‘<o
BEFORE TEZ RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Establisnment )
of maximum or minimum or maximum and )
minimum rates, rules and regulations )
of all common carriers as defined in )
the Public Utilities Act of the State )
of California, as amended, and all )
highway carriers as defined in Chapter)
223, Statutes of 1935, as amended, for)
the transportation for compensation or)
hire, of any and all commodities.

Case No. 4246

BY THE COMMISSION:

(A 1ist of additional appearances in this proceeding
will be found in Appencdix "A" hereto.)

SUPPLELENTAL OPINION

This decision deals with various proposed modifications of
Decision No. 31608 of December 27, 1938, as amended, in the above
entitled proceeding, wihich established minimum rates, rules and regu-
lations for the transportation of property between points in Califor-
nia by common, radial higaway commor and highway contract carriers.
Public hearings were held hefore Examiner Zryant in Los Angeles on
February 4, 1941, and in San Francisco on February 7, 1941, for the

purvose of receiving evidence relative to these proposals.

J ) ne

A number of carriers werc specifically exempted in whole

or in part from the order in Decision No. 31606, as amended. In
general, thesc were (1) express and parcel delivery carriers offering
specialized services, (2) carriers engaged primarily in passenger
stage operations but transporting shipments weighing 100 pounds or
less in connection therewith, (3) inland water carriers transporting
vehicles, or property on vehicles, and (4) highway common carriers

performing non-competitive services in rural arcas. Certificated
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Highway Carriers, Inc., a non-profit corporation with membership com-
poscd of highway common carriers, sceks elimination of thesc exempt-
lons, particularly in conncetion with the transportation of shipments
weighing 100 pounds or less. It alleges that thesc carrier exemptions
have created an Incquality of rates and transportation conditions
throughout the state; that »ublic interest has not been served by
thems that the purposes of the Highway Carriers' Act are not being
served by reason of such excemptions; and that no good reason for the

cxemptions longer exists.

Iwo witnesses were called in support of the petition. The

first was the president of Certificated Fighway Carriers, Inc. and

an officer of Southern California Treight Lines and Southern Califor-
nia Freight Forwarders; the sccond was an officer of Pacific Freight
Lines and Keystone Express Systems 3oth witnesses testified to sub-
stantially the same ¢ffect. One of them introduced an exhibit showing
the wide wvarlation in charges made by different exempted carriers for
assertedly comparable transportation, and both declared that, by
reason of the exemptions, rates between points in this state were
replete with inconsistencles and discriminations between commodities
and communitics, and were in a generally demoralized and chaotic con-
dition. They likened the present situvation wita respect to the trans-
portation of shipments weighing 100 pounds or less with conditions
surrounding shipments of 2ll weights prior to the establishment of
zinimum rates by this Commission pursuvant to the Highway Carriers!

Act and related legislation. Zoth witnesses declared that their com-
ranies had lost and werc losing a substantial volume of small ship-
ments to exempted carriers, and to rermitted carriersl using exempted-
carrier rates. They asserted that whercas permitted carriers couvld

IR

Radial highway common carriers and highway contract carriers are
referred to herein as "pormitted carriers.”
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meet the lower charges of excmpted common carriers a2t their option,

other common carricrs were prohibited from doing so;2 and they sald

that for this reason their companics, as well as other non-cxempted

common carriers, were greatly handicappéd in the solicitation of the
smaller shipmentse.

The witnesses did not ask thot the minimum rates and charges
provided in Highway Carricrs' Tariff No. 2 be required to be asscssed
by carricrs now excmpted, nor did oither witneés suggest any other
ninimum scale or sczles to be established for such carricrs. Both
urged, however, that the Commission promptly wndertake o comprehensive
investigation for the purposc of prescribing minimum bases for all
carriers in order that the exemptions may »e climinateds They de-
clared in effeet that it was the duty of the Commission to establish
minlmum rates for transportation of the smaller shipments by any and
2ll carriers, without exeception, in order that all communitles and
commoditics may be treated fairly, uniformly and Impartially.

No other witnesses testified. However, through the media
of oral argument, cross—-examincation of the two witnesses and motions

to dismiss the petitien, 2 number eof the excmpted carricrs and several

shippers and shippers' organizations vigorously opposed the proposal

3
of Certificated Highway Carriers, Inc. These proiestants argued

4 )
Jtems Nosy .200 to 240 series, inclusive, of Highway Corriers' Tar-
1ff No. 2 provide for the alternative applicatlion of common carrier
rotes, and of rates made by combining common carrier rates with the
specific minimum rates nomed in the toriff.

The motions to dismiss were made by Urnited Parcel Service of Los
Angeles, Inc., United Parcel Serviece Eay District, Interstate Boker-
ies Corporation, Pacific Greyhound Lines, Tchoe CGreyhound Lines,
Pacific Southland Stages, Inland Stages, Moyers Stages, Cook Stages,
Orange Belt Stage Line and Home Stages, and were Joined in and sup~
Eorted by Railway Express Agency, ince., Coliforniz Motor Express,

td., Intercity Transport Lines, Sacramento Chomber of Commerce, Sen
Francisco Chamber of Commerce Retail Morchonts Associstion, F. W,
Woolworth Company, Central California Traffic Association, Retaill
Dry Goods Association, Dohrman Commercial Company and affilicted
stores, Allied Drug Distributors Association and Jonnson and Johnson
Drug Company.
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that the conduct of a further formal investigation by the
Commission into the rates of exempted carriers had not been

shown to be warranted; would place a serious financial burden

upon the exempted carriers, upon the shipping and consuning

public and upon the Commission; would result in no benefit
whatever to the public interest; and could serve no useful
purpose. In addition, protestants argued that the filing

of the petition was not properly authorized by the membership
of Certificated Highway Carriers, Inc., or by resolution of
its board of directors; that the evidence introduced did not
conform to the issues set up by the petition; that the ev-
{dence did not support the basic allegations of the petition;
and that petiticner had not mede & prima facle case justify-
ing the Introduction of rebuttal testimony by the exempted
carriers.

The varicus carrier exemptions were granted be-
cause it appeared that the operations and services of these
carriers differed in some important respect from those of-
fered and performed by carriers subject to the minimum rates,
rules and regulations. Petitioner did not contend that the
minimum rates and charges now provided in Highway Carriers'
Tariff No. 2 should be established as minimum for the ex-
¢mpted carriers. No substitute rates or charges were sug-
gested for any or all of the exempted carriers, nor was there
introduced any cost study or other factual data from which

the Commission could properly formulate appropriate minima.




It does not appear from the evidence now of
record that conditions existing at the time each of the
various carrier exemptions was granted have changed in
any important respect, nor has it been convinecingly
shown that Certificated Highway Carriers, Inc. or any of
its members have been unduly prejudiced by the present ex-
cmptions. While it was shown that there exists a wide

| variation in charges madc by different excmpted car-
riers for transportation of comparable shipments over
equal distances, this in itsclf is not sufficient to
demonstrate that the differences result in unduly dis-
criminatory or otherwisc unlawlul caarges.

Moreover, the testimony of petiticners wit-
nesses to the effect that non-exempted common carriers
were at a rate disadvantage in the solicitation of swmall
shipments was based largely upon the assumption that other
common carric¢rs are prohidited by Decision No. 31606, as
amended, from me¢eting the lower charges of exempted common
carriers. This assumption appears to have been made in
error. The exempted carriers arc llisted in Finding No.

14 of the decision. ' In Finding No. 8 it is specifical-

ly and clearly found that "all comion carriers should be

authorlzcd to assess, charge and ¢ollcet rates, charges

and accessorial charges maintained oy carriers of the classes




deseribed in Finding No. 14, or other rates, charges and accessorial
charges maintained by common carriers and not required to be changed
by th¢ order herein, to construct combinations therewith, and to ob-
serve the ratings, rules and regulations governing the common carrier
rate, charge or accessorial charges used, in the same manner as herein
Tound justified for radial highway common carriers and highway con-
tract carriers * * *." The provisions of these findings are given
full effoct by the ordering paragraphs of the decision.

Should it subscquently be made to appear that the rates or
charges of any exempted carricr or of any class of cxempted carriers
arc diseriminatory, unrcasonably low or in any other respect unlawful,
further hearings will be¢ scheduled. Should petitioner belicve the

ates of any particular common carrier to be unlawful, those rates
may be attacked by the £filing of an approprizste formal complaint. In
the meantime, the petition of €ertificated Highway Carriers, Inc. here

under consideration will be dismissed without prejudicec.

sed A ca E
Dick W. Merrill, a highway common carrier doing business

as Hornbrook-Happy Camp Stage Line, sceke exemption from the require~

ments of Decision No. 31606, as amended, in connection with the

transportation of shipments weighing 100 pounds or less. lerrill
operates only between Horabrook on the one hend and Happy Comp, Scott
Bar and intermedicte points on the other hand, 2ll in Siskiyou County.
The territory i1s sparsely scttled, ond it appears from the testimony
of a witness called in behalf of petitioner that the only other con-
mon carrler serving any rortion of the territory was not opposed to
granting of the petition. It appoars that approximately 80 per cent
of the shipments transported by Morrill weigh less than 100 pounds,
and most of them weigh less than 20 pounds. The record shows that
Merrill 1s dependont upon revenue received for the transportation of

United States mail,‘and that so far as the common carrier operations
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are concerncd, they have not been profitable. Petitioner believes,
hﬁwcver, that the publication of minimum charges somewhat lower than
those nomed in Highwey Carriers' Tariff No. 2, particularly for the
transportation of shipments weighing 25 pounds or less, will result
in some inercase in the number of such shipments ond may return &
greater nct revenue thon the charges now in effeet.

The operations of Dick W. Merrill in essential respects are
the same as those of other highway common carriers now exempted in
the performance of non-competitive scervices in rural areas. Under
these circumstances it appears that no good purposc would be served
&t this time by requiring this carrier to adhere to the established
ninimum rates and charges in the transportation of shipments weighing
100 pounds or less., The petition will be granted.

The Vestern Union Telegraph Company 4lso seceks exemption
from the provisions of Deeision No. 31606. From the evidence intro~
duced by this pctitioner it appears that this company, in addition
to its principal business of a telegraph corporation, offers the ser-
vices of wniformed messengers for the transportation of property.
While this messenger service is rendered principally in urban arcas

4
and performed under petitioner's permit to operate as & ¢ity carrler,

occasionzl transportation is performed by motor vehicle beyond city
limits as a radial highway common carrier. The record indicates that
the lattor service, which i5 the one here involved, is infrequent and
of negiigible importance from & transportation standpoint, and that
the instances in which it would be performed at chaorges lower than
those heretofore established as minimum by Decision No. 31606, as

amended, would be insignificont in rumber. Petitioner represents,

4

The rates of "earricrs" as defined in the City Carriers' Act are
not involved in this proceeding.

-7




however, that the nuisance of rating all shipments under Highway Car~
riers! Tariff No. 2, for the purpose of scgregating the few which
would otherwise receive a lower charge, would be a costly and burden-
some procedure, and would be entirely unwarranted by the number and
importance of such shipments. A representative of Western Union ex-
plained that the company was sometimes called upon to distribute mer-
chandise samples or other matter on a nationwide scale, 2t & uniform
charge for each delivery, and he asserted that it would be impracti-
cable and highly undesirable to make the few exceptions which would
be necessary strictly to observe the minimum rates in effect in this
state. This witness said that the shipments transported by his com-
pony were necessarily limited in size to those that could be handled
by messenger boys, and he thought would never exceed 100 pounds in
weight. He declared that the service was 2 highly speclalized one
which he did not consider to be competitive with that offered dy any
other for-hire carrier. The granting of this petition was not speci-
fically opposede.

The record iz persuasive that the transpertation services
offered by The Vestern Union Telegrapn Company are not directly conm-
petitive with those rendered by other for-hire carriers, and that no
good purpose would be accomplished by requiring this company to ob-
serve as minimum the rates, rules and regulations provided in Highway

Carriers' Tariff No. 2. The petitiom, as it relates to shipments

weighing 100 pounds or less, will be granted.

Interstate Transit Lines, o passenger stage corporation
operating between Long Deach and the California-Nevada state line
near Wheaton Springs, Colifornia, seeks similar exemption with re-
speet to the transportation of express shipments. It appears that
the principal business of this company 1s the transportation of pas-
sengers and their baggage, ond that 21l of the vehicles operated are
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designed primarily for the convenilence and ;z;;ﬁgyzi)passengers. The /ti?i
company is, therefore, not equipped for the transportation of un-
limited shipments of express matter, and the shipments which it han-
dles are generally small, consisting usually of such articles as
medical supplies, automobile parts and bakery goods. Petitiomer's
tariff provides thot no single shipment weighing in excess of 100
pounds will be accepted for transportation. The record shows that
this company is seldom called upon to transport shipments weighing
"anywhere near" 100 pounds, and that 90 per cent of the shipments
offered weigh less than 20 pounds each. Petitioner represents that
the minimum charges provided in Highway Carriers' Tariff No. 2 would
be excessive for the type of service which it renders in connection
with the transportation of these small shipments over short distances,
and that if it were required to maintain these charges much of Its
express business would be lost, to the detriment of smcll communi-
ties now dependent upon this service.

The proposed exemption was not opposed, and counsel for

Certificated Highway Carriers, Inc. stated that he would offer no

objection to‘the temporary granting thereof so long as other carriers

of the same class were similarly privileged. It appears that the

operations of Interstate Transit Lines with respect to the transpor-

tation of express shipments are in all respects comparable to those
of other passenger stage corporations heretofore exempted. Under the
circumstances and conditions shown the exemption sought appears jus-
tifled, and Decision Nos 21606 will be modified so to provide.

Loren W. Smith, deing businsss as Pomona-Chino-Ontario Bus
Line, a passenger stage corporation, seeks exemption as to shipments
weighing 100 pounds or less. Beth Stobbins and E. Alfred Knorr, co-
partners doing business as The Road Runner, a radizl highway common

carrier, seek authority to assess rates less than those heretofore
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established for the transportation of similar shipments between points

within a 50 mile radius of Palm Springs. Those two matters were
scheduled for public hearing at Los Angeles on February 4, 1941, dut
no one appeared in support of either of the petitions nor was the

absence of representation explained. These petitions will be dis-

missed.

Enla 2 and D yA at San G

Rallway Express Agency, Inc., seeks authority to establish
a pickup and delivery zone in the vicinity of San Gabrilel, to embrace,
in addition to the area enclosed within the city limits, certain ad-
jacent torritory including the communities of Roscmead and Temple
City. Petitioner does not at the present time offer pickup and de-
livery service at San Gabriel, but intends to publish provisions in
its tariff to the effect that such service will be performed from and
to this area in the future. The proposed zone covers 2 total area
of approximately 10 square miles, with no point being more than 2-1/2
niles beyond the city limits. A route agent for petitioner testified
that the portion of the zone beyond the limits of San Gabriel is in
faect 2 part of the natural industrial and residential development of
that city, and szid that in his opinion the Industries ahd residences
loccted there were entitled to rates the same as those in effect for
transportation from and to points withirn the city limits. He assert-
ed that use of the proposed zone by his company would not seriously
conflict with the present sccle of minimum rates, as the rates pub-
lished by petitioner in its current tariff are in most iInstances
higher than thosc estoblished as minimum. No one protested the
granting of this petition.

&s hereinabove pointed out, competing carriers are per-

mitted to meet common carrier rates. Moreover, it appears that the
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rates of this carrier are iIn nmost instances higher than those here-
tofore established as minimuxm. The proposed zone apparently reflects
a part of the natural growth of the City of San Gabriel. Under these
circwmstances the proposal of Railway Express Agency, Inc. appears
Justified, and the petition will be granted. It is to be understood,
however, that we are here concerned only with determining the pro-
priety of the proposed rates. Whether or not petitioner has the
right to serve 2ll points within the zared invelved, and, if not,
whether its operative rights should be extended to permit service,

are questions not here in issue.

a Ra V.

Padre Vineyard Company asks that a less=-carload rating of
4th class be established on domestic vermouth having o declared
value of not to exceed $2.00 per gallon. The traffic manager for
petitioner pointed out that this rating is applicable on domestic
wine subject to the same value limitation, and that some question
had arisen anmong highwey corriers and shippers as to whether the
rating should be applied to vermouth. TIhe witness asserted that
domestic vermouth and wine are rated alike in certain transconti-
nental and intercoastal commedity tariffs. EHe testified that ver-
mouth is manufactured from a sweet or dry wine base, flavored by the
addition of small quantities of various herbs. Domestic vermouth,
he s2id, 1s manufactured and Adistributed by the same companies which
handle various types of wine, and the selling price of this commodi-~

ty compares with that of domestic wine of good quality. He sald

Item Noo 400 series of Highway Carriers' Tariff No. 2 provides 2
less-carload rating of 4th ¢lass on wire, domestic, having a de-
claered value of not more than $2,00 per gallone. The current Western
Classification provides less-carlead rotings of lst class and 2nd
class (according to the manner packed) on aleoholic liquors, not
otherwise indexed by ndme, and on wine, not otherwise indexed by
name.,
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that taxes imposed upon both commodities are the same, and the trans-
portation characteristies of vermouth are, irn all respects, compara-
ble to those of wine. No one protested the granting of the reduced
rating.

The testimony 1s convincing that domestic vermouth and
domestic wine should be accorded a parity of less~carload ratings,
and that the 4th class rating presently in effect for domestic wine
will not be unduly low for domestic vermouth having a declared value

6f not more than $2.00 per gallon. The petition will be granted.

Commodi Ra Popcorn

The Celifornia Farm Bureau Federatior secks the addition
of popcorn (not popped), when shipped in bulk in bags, to the llst
of commodities taking rates provided in Highway Carriers' Tariff No.
2 for the transportation of grain, grain products and related orti-
cles (Item No. 652 series). R. W. Andrews, 2 farmer engaged in the
production of popcorn in the vicinity of Arroye Grande, testified
that this commodity is a swmmer crop produced under the same condi-
tions as sorghum grains, now included in the commodity list; that
it is shipped in trucklead quantities under favorable transportation
conditions; that it has 2 considerably greater density than barley
and other groins; and that 1t is packed and shipped in 100 pound
begs which (because of the density) are smaller and more easily
loaded thon other sacked grains. He conceded that the value of
first-quality popcorn is somewnat greater than that of other corn
and whole grzin, but said thot in his opinion its greater density
ond other transportation characteristics should entitle it to rates

no higher than those provided for other commodities now included in

the grain list. He thought that the class rates now applicable

wnder Highway Carriers! Tariff No. 2 were excessive for the movement
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of popcorn when shipped in bulk in bags, and declared that unless the
minimum popcorn rates were "corrccted and put in line with other
grain rates"” he would undertake his own hduling.

C. L. Conrow, & highway carricer with headquarters in Arroyo

Grande, %testified that he was regularly cclled upon to move popcorn

in bulk in bags; and thet in his opinion this commodity was no more -

expensive to transpert than whole grains. He declared that the high-
er density made for more efficient loading, and that the difference
4n value was not sufficient to justify any higher transportation
charge. He expressed the opinion as a truck operator that there was
no reason why rates for transportation of popcorn should be higher
than those for whole grain.

No other testimony was offered, and no one opposed the pro-
posed reduction in minimum rates on this commodity. The evidence is
pe;suasive that minimum rates for the transportation of popeorn in
bags between points in this state should be no higher than those
established for other commodities now taking whole grain rages.

Highway Carriers' Tariff No. 2 will be amended accordingly.

Adjourned public hearings having been held in the above

ontitled proceeding, and based on fhé evidéﬂd@ PECEIVBG at the

hG&TiRgS and upon the conclusions and findings sot forth in the pre-

¢eding opinion,

IT IS EEREBY ORDERED that Decision No, 31606 of December
27, 1938, as amended, in Case No, 4246, be and it is hereby Turthor

The hearing in this matter was had in Case No. 4293, In re Rates

T 2 and A1l A P , OS5 well

as in Case No. 4246. No order will be issued in Case No. 4293, how-
ever, inasmuch as minimum rates originally established in thot pro-

ceeding for transportatior of graln, graim products and related arti-
cles have boon transferred to Eighway Carriers' Toriff No. 2, which
is Appendix "D" to Decision No. 31606, 25 cmended, in Case No. 4246,
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‘amended by adding to paragraph (¢) of Finding No. 14 thereof, the

Sollowing carriers:

Interstate Transit Lines;

Dick W. Merrill, doing business as
Hornbrook~rdappy Camp Stage Line;

The Western Union Telegraph Company.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Railway Express Agency,
Inc. be and 1t is hereby authorized to establish, for transportation
from or to points which it may ve authorized to serve within the
following desecribed territory, the rates lawfully published and main-
tained by it under Decision No. 31606, as amended, for transportation
from or to San Gabriel:

"San Gabriel: All area within the c¢ity limits; also
that area outside of the city limits withir the following
boundaries:

Beginning at the intersection of San Gabriel EBoule~
vard and Somerset Place at the northeastern city limits of
San Gabriel; thence northerly on San Gabriel Boulevard to
Huntington Drive; easterly on Huntington Drive to Rosemead
‘Bonlevard; southerly on Rosemead Boulevard to Duarte Road;
easterly on Duarte Road to Baldwin Avenuve; southerly on
Baldwin Avenue to Lower Azusa Road; westerly on Lower Azusa
Road to Bowland Avenue; southerly on Bowland Avenuve to Gidley
Street; easterly on Gidley Street to Shirley Street; souther-
ly on éhirley Street to Valley Boulevard; easterly on Valley
Boulevard to Gibson Street; southerly on Gibson Street %o
Ramona Boulevard; easterly on Ramona Bouwlevard to Merced
Avenue; southerly on Merced Avenve to Garvey Avenue; westerly
on Garvey Avenue to San Gabriel Eoulevard; northerly on San
Gabriel Boulevard to the southeastern corporate boundary of
the City of San Gabriel at the intersection of San Gabriel
Boulevard and ilarshall Street."

IT IS EEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Eighway Carriers' Tariff:
No. 2 (Appendix "D" %o said Decision No. 31605, as amended) be and
it is5 hereby further amended by substituting therein, to become
effective April 15,1941, the reviscd pages attached hereto and by
this reference made 2 part hereof, which pages are numbered as
follows:

Third Revised Page 39 (cancels Second Revised Page 39)
Second Revised Page 51-B (cancele First Revised Page 51-B)

IT IS HEREZY FURTHER ORDERED that reductions in published
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rates or charges of common carriers authorized to be made by the fore-
going ordering paragraphs moy be made effective on April 15, 1941, if

the carrier so elects, on not less than five (5) days' notice to the

Commission and to the public.

IT IS HEREBY FURIHER ORDERED that the petitions of Loren
W. Smith, doing business as Pomona-Chino-Ontario Bus Line, and Beth
Stebbins and E. Alfred Knorr, copartners, doing business as The Road
Runner, be and they are and ecach of them Is norody dismissed.

IT IS EEREBY FURTEER ORDERED that the petition of Certifi-
cated Highway Carriers, Inc. referred to In the foregoing opinion be
and it is hereby dismissed without prejudice.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that in all other respects
said Decision Fo. 31606,,as cmended, shall remain in full force and
effecte.

This order shall become effective twenty (20) days from
the date hercof.

Dated at San Francisco, California, t _LLZ{L day of

Mareh, 1941. ,
A
S T

/@)‘//\ /C)uw«
?@uwfn
KQ%W

Commlssioners




APPENDIX “AM
LIST OF ADDITIONAL APPEARANCES

P. C. Cross, for Hemet Bus Line.

Preston W. Davis, for United Parcel Service of Los Angeles,'Inc.,
and United Parcel Service Bay District.

R. P. Davis, for California Motor Express, Ltd., and
associated companies.

Alfred Findlay, for Central Californiz Traffic Association.

Aaron E. Glickman, for Interurban Exprecs Corporation, Kellogg
Express and Drayage Company, Motor Carriers Traffic
Bureau, Richmond Navigation & Improvement Co,, and
Sonoma Express Company.

Hugh W. Hendrick, for Dick W. lMerrill (Hornbrook~Happy Camp
Stage Line).

aciflc States Express, and Northwest Forwarders,
Nnce

w. H. Kesslerﬁ by Laurence M. Price, for Western States Express,
I

Lucas and H. D. Richards, for Pacific Greyhound Lines,
Pacific Southland Stages, Inc., and Tahoe Greyhound
Lines.

P. Merry, for Southern Californin Freight Lines and Southern
Celifornia Freight Forwarders.

A. T. Nelson, for California Western Railroad and Navigatioa Co.

Pillsbury, Madison & Sutro, by Bugh Fullerton, for The Vestern
Union Telograph Co.

F. E. Powers, for Sears Roebuck and Company.

Laurence M. Price, for Western States Express.

Fred Pruter, for Pacific Cocst Garment Manufacturers.
Edward C. Renwick, for Interstate Transit Lines.

Orla St. Clair, for Inland Stages, loyers Stages, Cook's Stages,
Orange Belt Stages, inc., and Home Stagese.

L. R. 8ibbald, for Goodman Delivery Service
Raymond Iremaine, for 20th Century Delivery Service, Inc.

Arthur T. Whige, for Retail Merchants Association and City of
aris.

Themas Wood, Jr., for The May Company.

(End of &ppendix)




Third RCViSCd Pago. ve 039
Cencols
Socond Rovisod Poge...39 HIGH7.Y CARRIZRS' TARIFF NO. 2

Iton : '
Ne. SECTION NO, 1 - RULES AND REGULLTIONS OF GLNERAL APPLICATION (Concluded)

EXCEPTIONS TO ¥WZSTZRN CLASSIFICLTION .ND Cleass
EXCEPTION SHEET (Concluded) Rating

370 ,. ICQ Crou’ 1Ces ccrlo\?-d asssses PR PP PO r I nne e LR}

37 Painte or Varniehos, not othervisc indexod by name in
12=-25=39 the Wostorn Clessificction, BSronzing Liquids, Lacquers
cr Sholloco, liquid or pactc, 1cSs CRrletl ceceecsceccers

380 Sal‘t, COZE".OIX, ICCS CC.I‘J.OOI:. LERE RN N A LERZLN N XN Q--; ------- otf..

390=4 Sugar (Applics emly in cenncetion with ratos which arc
Cancels subjoet to o ndnimun woight of less than 10,000

390 pomds) l.l.l.......I.lIl-.I....I...ll.t..lfiﬂ.t_.‘..Oi.‘..‘-

8-7-39

$400-4 Verzmouth or Wine, domostic, heving o doclared value of
Cancole nct mere thon $2.00 per gallenm, 2022 ¢orlefl ceeeecvevens
400 '

¢ Rocuction, Docision Ne.

EFFECTIVE APRTL 15, 1941

Iccucd by The Roilroad Commisscion of the State of Californic,
Corrccticn No. 177 Sen Francisco, Califormic.




Sccend Rovissd Pago....51-B
Cancols '
First Reviged Page.....51-B

HIGHWAY CARRIERS' TARIFF NO. 2

Iton
No.

SECTION NO. 3

COMMODITY RATES (Contimued)

(pplics in connection with ratos moking speeific roferonce horote.)

GRAIN, GRAIN PRODUCTS /ND RELATED ~RTICLES, viz.:

Grodin, viz.:

Grnin, dried, throshcd, viz.:

Barloy, Buckwhoot, Zmmer, Octs, Rye, Spelt, wWhect;

Corn or Meizo (cxecopt Pop Corn);

4Pcp Corn (not poppod), in bulk in begs;
Sorghun Groing, throshod, or ir honds unthroshed, viz.:
Dersc, Durra, Egyption Whoaot, Fetoritz, Hegori (Higera), Keffir
Corn, Koolizng, Mile Wedize, Shallu, Shreck Keffir;
Scroonings fro= greino spcecifiocd above, wnground, not contoining

zore thon 59 Flaxseed.

Grain Procuctc, Cry and uncookod (sce Note 1), monmufactured, =milled,
2ixed or packed directly from the articles specifiocd above and
consisting entircly of matorizl theroof, viz.:

Bren,

Browers' rlckes,

Browerg' Grains,

Cake or Mozl (oxeept Corn
0il Ccke or Meel),

Cheff,

Chops,

Clippings,

Corn Cebs, ground,

Corn Stecp Water, solid,
drioed,

Distillors' Greins,

Elovator Dust,

Foring,

Food, znincl or poultry,
coagisting catircly of
whole zrair or tho diroct
procucts thoroof as
necmed in this item,

Food, gluton,

Flour,

Gorn,

Grain, brokon, chepped,
erockod, erimpod,
crushod, ¢ut, ground,
hulled, pulverizeld,
rolled, sgkinned or split,

Grits,

Grozts,

Hozminy,

Kominy Flukes,

HUllB;.

¥rlt,

Xelt Sprouts,

Mesh, spont grein,

teocd, gluton,

Middlinge,

111 Food (Whoat mixed Food
consisting of Bron, Shorte
or Micclings),

Octs, rollec,

0ffad,

Punmics, chepped or ground,

Red Dog,

Scourings,

Screenings, grownd, (from
greins specifiod above and
not conteining zore than
5% Flaxsced),

Somolinr,

Shorts,

Skizmings,

NQTE l.=-Stoaming o8 o prelimimory to fwrther procoss ¢f —onufac-
turo to procuce crticles in thiz list shall net b¢ cemsidored

cocking.

SOOd, Viz. :
Broom Corn Sccd,
loxsocd,
Homp,

¥illot [y
Rape,
Wild Mustord.




¢ Recuction
*Choange, Docision Ne.

EFFECTIVE APRIL 15, 194L.

Issuod by The Reilroad Commission ¢f the State of Californmiz,
Corroction No. 178 San Fronciseo, Califormic.




