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Decision Ng~ 39796 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the application of ) 
Pacific Freight Lines and Pacific ) 
Freight Lines Express for authority) 
to publish in their tariffs of rates) 
and charges a rule providing for ) 
assessment of charges on the basis ) 
of arbitrary weights based on cubic) 
displacement of shipments of light ) 
and bulky articles. ) 

Aopearances 

fOJ [% U@UliW!J! 
Application No~ 27829 

Wallace,K, Downel, for applicants. 
!. L_ Longworth, tor Southern California Freight Lines 

and Southern California Freight Forwarders, 
interested parties. 

Emuel J. Forman1 W. G. O'Barr, G, B. Matthews, V. Q. 
Conaway, F. k"Powers and tiarold E, Smith, for 
various shippers and organizations, as protestants. 

o PIN ION 

Pacific Freight Lines and Pacific Freight Lines Express are 

.common carriers engaged in the transportation of property by motor 

vehicle, principally within southern California. By this application . 
they seek authority under Section 63(a) of the Public Utilities Act 

to revise a tariff rule governing charges for the transportation of 

"light and bulky" articles, and under Section 24(a) of the Act to 

maintain the revised rule w11ile retaining temporarily a less restric .... 

t1ve rule in connection with joint rates. The proposed revision would 

result in increased charges. 
The application was submitted at a public hearing held 

before Examiner Bryant at Los Angeles on October 9, 1946, and is ready 

for decision. 
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Both the' present rule. and, the' proposed rule provide that~ 

transportation' cha'rges on articles having'less than·a specif:ted":' 

weight, ':per cubic' foot, shall be: assessed on the: bas'is: of a designated' .. 

number of pounds ,per' cubic: foot.' . The present: rule'1s~al'plicabl.e'only 

to articles measuring in excess of 64'cub1c: feet per shipment,,', and ' 

provides 'that charges on' such',art1cles' will.' be' applied 'on .. ·a, minimum' .' . 
basis;of"8 pounds 'for' each cubic' foot of space, occup1ed.'~ . Under the 

proposed amendment the methods of measurement'would,be'set, forth'more' 

specifically,,' the, 64':'foot qualification wotlld, be \ removed, ':and,·the 

weigb.t basis would ,be increased from'8pounds'to15,pounds,for each' 
1 

cubic; foot of displacement.;" . 

The traffic ,manager and. ,the"seCTetary-treasurer for,"the 

applicant carriers testified in, support of the 'proposed change.'w These, 

wi tnesses declared that the applicants.' were "burdened with the neces~" 

sity'o1' transporting quantities of articles which were 'excessively , 

light, and bulky' .. ' .Numerous'.,examples were 'given, of commodities having'" 

such. low densities that"only:a small, fraction of , the' weight-carrying 

~------------------------------------------------------------. ~, 1 
The present ,rule~ and' the' proposed rule as ,amended at 'the hearing~ 

are as' follows': '. 

PTe-sent (Item 85-F ":formerly Item 63:' series ... : Local .. and' ..1o'!nt' Frcl:gtit' . 
Tariff No;,. 7., C ...R.,C .. No~ .. 2 (series of' C. G ..... Anthony) '01'" 
E.. J., McSweeney 1 . Agent ~) , ' 

Light 'and' bulky articles measuring"in: excess of 64': cubic' feet' 
per shipment, . weighing less'. than ,8 pounds ',per cubic foot ,of . space ' 
occup1ed,charges will be assessed by applying the' class' or·, com~, -
modity rate applicable 'on 'a basis ,of' 8 poundsfor'each'cubic foot 
of '·space occupied.-

Proposed: , ' 
(a) Light or bulky"articles,. wh1:ch weigh :less,'than',15 pounds 

per, cubic:foot'of .. displacement -(when. displacement is calcul.ated:as 
shown, below} "shall' be assessed charges' by' applying. the' class or . 
commodity rate applicable (but ,not'to'exceed' the first-class rate): 
a t"an arbitrary wefght of 15 pounds 'to' the' cub:1:c ~ foot" so displaced, '" 
except,that this rule shall not apply 'when' charges: based on actual ' 
weigb.tat'class or commodity'rate applicable thereto exceed charges' 
under' this rule.', 

(b) In measuring round'or' 1:rregularly,shaped articles, .. in.order 
to determine'displacement, use ,rectilinear str'a1:ght ,lines' conform-
ingto the greatest' outside dimens10nsj:e.g •. 'comput'ation ct d1s-., 
placement. of tanks 'would be the diameter times the' d1:ameter ' times 
over-all length., . 

(c)'Th1s rule shall 'apply to all tr3ftfc'handled"without, 
exception~ , 



capac i t'J" or the vehic'le's co'uld be loade'd 'although 'the 'vehic 1e:5 'were 

filled to max1'mum 'spa'ce 'capa'ci ty. 'It was 'a,s'serted that :such ,sh1'pme,nt~ 

were Und'esirable from a r'evenu'e-produc1·ngst'andpoi,nt) 'a:nd 'weX'e 'a:p .... 

parently ·shunned by clas,ses 'of cal'riers whlchwere fre"e 'to 'a-eeept or 

reject traffic. Both witne,sses declared that the 'ap~11'can'ts" 'a:s 

CO'mmon carriers obligated to 'a'ccept 'all r.reigh't tendered; 'we'r-e rece:tv-

1ng an increasingly larger pr'opo'rtionof 't'ne undesir'able t1gh-e-we:t:ght 

art1'c"les,. They stated that 'some shipp'ers 'ap:p'are'ntly 'ga've to a):lpll .... 

cants only the bulky fre1:ght which other 'c'arri'ers wOUl'dnot handle, 

and that contract ea,rriers frequently tendered 'to ap'Pl1can·t:s 'all ship-

ments of light and bulkY articles, retain1'ng the 'more de'siratle 

freight for themselve's. 
The traffic 'mana'ger test·if1ed 'that appli'cants had fo,rmerly 

for some years mai,nt'a1ned a 'rule l'mposing 's. 'minimum of 15 'pound's per 

cub1c root as nows'ought, ahd that red:uc't"1oh to 8 p'ounds was ,made 

several years ago as the result of what was now consldered to be an 

error 1n 'managerial judgment~ He did not recall the 'c1r'cums'tances 'or 

.reasons invo!\ped in the reducti'on.. 'Hepo1nted out that other highway 

carriers mainta.in cub1c'·'foot r'liles b'a,sed 'upo'n va:r:tou,s we1'gh'ts 1 s'uch as 

8 pO'Und.s , 12'.1/2 pound,s) '15 po'u'nds, and 'eV'en m'ore,. 'This wit'ness eX-

'ptained that the we1gl"J.t of 1'5 po\mds'W"s now s'ought by a,pp11can'ts be ... 

Cause '1 t approxtm'a ted the avera-ge 'weight capac1 t'y ;per cubic foot of 

the semi.trailers 'Used in l1ne'-i:laUl m"o'Vemen't,. be'cause "it was 'n general-

ly the weigh't that 'most of t,he c'arriers 'tised)" a'nd beeaU:se applic'aIl.t's 

formerly pub11shed a 15"'pound. r'ule .. 
'Applica,nts did ,tl:ot 'underta'ke to introduce cost e'stimate,s or 

at,her evidence 'to ind1~ate specifically that trans'port'ation charge's 

accr,uin"gunder the pre:sent 8"'po1:U'ld rule were insuffiCient, or that 

those resulting f'r'om the propo"sed 15"-pound 'rule wo'uld. be 're'asonable .. 
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The tra!fic )1lanag~rhad no _.opini.on: ~f.·how. much' ,ad.,d':1:t1onal gross.' 
.' .... ' , ' 

\ 

revenue. would .accr,ue, to :the two, carriers ~un¢ler ,the proposed .rule, • He, 
'".' • j .. 

de.clared ."This ,eight .po.unds ,.per .c~b.1c.foo·t ·is, ;no 'p~otect1on at· all ~on· 
'. ' _ J" • •. 

these L.C .. L. sh1pments .. l'and ,"I·t, .1s a .matter ,of I judgment rather ,than. ,. 
• . " • f· , '.. ,.. 

aC.tual ,cos t ... " .' 
•• I '. 

?rotestan~s. .under~o.ok :to show·". ,thr.ough·\cross-examinat:1:on ,of '.' 

applicants,' .. .wi tnesses and some, .d1r~.ct :te:st-i'm~ny ·and· argument 'of their: I 
, . . . ' 

own.,t th;at .the pr.o.posedrule. wa,s,im;pra.c,t-i-c~1:l1e",. ,co1l1d: 'not '!'eas:i:bl:y:be 
'. , . . . . 

applied wi th.un1fol'.m1ty. .. 'Ylould resul~. ·in', :excess1:V'e: chsr-ges :1n. 'some' . ... " . . . 
cases,. would· be d1scr.1.mina to.ry.1n :1 ts . .app:l1ca.t1on,~ and'. would 1m):)ose-: an: . 

, .,' . . . . . . 

imposs1 'ole, burd.en .upon.,sh1p.p,ers: end,ea,vor1ng ,to-, cheek" :the i.r!vtra·nsp or .... , 
, • ,.... I ,.' • ,.; 

tat.ion ,char.g.es. 

The·. pro.testants. que,s:t1oned,. for instane-e, :that appliea,nts' 
, , "... . 

empl.oyees would be, able· .. to determine., by:.insl'~ction of shipments' pass-' .. 
. ' .. t. I" • I 

ing ove.r :the freight· pla t1'orms, "wh,ich ones. should be. measured for cubic .' .' . 2" ,.' .. 
dimensions. They" doubted tha.t it_ wo,uld ,be' teasi ble . to measure' phy's:t-: '. 

\. . .. . . ' 

cally a sUfficient, nu:nber. of .shipments- to, avoid·. numerous .errors'in'; 
" . -"" 

applying, or.1'ailing,to,apply·the .cubic-foot.rule; ,They ~hou.ght' that, 
'. • I • .• 

the difficulties would be. increased by~ the,·.necessity· of calculating," 
I. '.' • 

the displaceme~t. of, roun~. ,or. irx:-eguJ..arly' shaped. art:1:elesaccording' to' 
, .' 

"rectilinear straight, lines conf.orming. to . the ' gre.atest .,outside dimen-
•• '" .... • I 

sions. ". App.lican~s ~ tra1'r.~c ,manage.r·, insisted .. ,:however, that .. there· . 

would be.no .dir.f1cultY.1n,determ1~i~gwh1ch·sh1pments'!to·measure and . " , . ~ .., .. . . 

which ,ones not to measure; that' all ",li'ght.'. and .:b.ul-ky,".: aTticles would, ' 

be .measured; .;that such, art,icle.s .were ·.being :measured· alreadY: 'for , the' 
• • .• ,. ~ • ,.' 1 

purpose.of applying, yhe·.8-pound~,.c:,ub1,c,"'f.o.ot ·rule." ~nd ;I!O . gre'ater ·d·i1'f1-· . 
. ~ 'd •• 

cul.ty ~oul~, ·be .encount.~red in app.ljting the pr~posed, l'5-,pcund rule. . 

Fo~, the. purpo~e, ,of s,howi~g,. that t~e ·.pr~posed·r.ul~. :would have' '. 

2 Xhe·,re·c .. o'rd',· ShO~S ~th~t':1Z{ i"c;; :A~geie';' "the:'two -applica,nt car..riers ... 
bil,l abo~t 5,,000 ·shi.pments.a day·,.and· .transfer· abo·ut 2,000 additi,onal 
sh1Pm:e,nts :c1aily'.' ,. . / .' '. ~ 

.... 4-. : .. 



the effect~ o:f' es,tablish1ng excessive and' unreasonable. char·gas,,· one 

shipper· witness· introduced, statements showing'ave-rage cla:ssitication 

ratin.gs, assigned·, to ,1:tems o:f~ various weights,- per' cubic" foot~. and' show-' 

ing ratings:: prescrioed. or,'approved: oy(the, Interstate,' C'ommerc'e' Comm1s';" 

sion for, a· number: of- selected·" commodities 'of'known~,ave'X'age d~ns1ty ~ . 

He po1~ted.',out that· imposition :of,' th'e, magnified' we1ght~of:'15:·:pounds'; 

per .. cubic foot: under,·the proposed; rule, would' be· comparable', in: ,effect 

to.'-raisiI:lg, the classif:tcation' rat1ngs:'materially,on~;art16:tes "affected 

thereby.". ,or ~·to, ,making :subst<lntial! increases''-in: the ra tas and' charges' 

on: ;such, articles'. 

Shipper, wltnesses: decl:ared' 'that: it· was 'not practical: to' re-' 

qU:ire. me-asurement,. ot "ar.ticles :for :cub1c .. d1splacementin"order 'to .caJ.cU ...... 
late transp~rtation,.che;r.ge-s,.~ .Orie tt'a:fffc'manager' test1f1'ed ~,that'in~:h1s . 

opinion : the., pro'posed ~:rul.e ,wouJ.;dcreate 'a ,cons'1derable' ha.nd:16ap. "to- hfs '~ 

company ,in: ·the shipping ~of ,merchand'1:S:c 'and ~the' pa.y1'ng 'of. ; trang:por~'" 

tation,b111,sl:. He' said "that,. .with 1€11m1riat1on 'of : the' present "qualfr1~' 

cation .. und~r :whic,h' density :.1s a rate fae·tor :only ,':on ;sh1pments ;measur-'" 

ing ·in i,excess of,~64, ::cub1c. i'e'et" ,it 'would; "oe nece'sss.ry· to 'measure ·every: 

package tende;red ,to . the' app11'C'ant· ',carr:1:o1rs .in 'or&er 'to '0:1:1;1· :cus:tomers" 

fo~. ,transportation ·char-ge,s ,1mmed1a:toly, :aft'O'r' "sh1p'ment· •. He "est1ma ted 

that 'fo.r .his.,company. ,"It· would' to:ke->a 'sta:rr"of ,be·tt'er 'th"an' ~tw1ce as 

many ,shippingclerks:;to do ,the, job."'t,.' Arepr.esenta'ti've· of' th:e,Los'" 

Angele,s ,eha·m'ber of. :Comme'X'ce a:r·gucd that. :the "ru'le would" 'entail extr'a:' ' 

la,boT .both- ;on ,the'part· 'ot car::-1'el" 'Personnel and'. shfppe,r pers'o'nnel 'in' 

order ,to. as,certain' ,cha:1"'g€s, :by, phys1eaJ:li~ measur,i'rig' sh:1:pp1'n:g' '-cont'ain'-

ers· on :eaoh,·consignme:nt. of :light"and bul:ky' 'art-.tcles' •. He' declared . 

also, tha.t, most· 'sh1ppe1's(' and· recei,vers:off"r'eight: Via rail' and hi'ghway 

car·riers- do;no,t measur.e! ·shipment.s r to' as'certain: ,t.he1r' 'cub'i<::vo'lume'", 

be.cause: it/ entails extra: time" anti' expense and' is! an' 'extraordinary' , 

pr9cedur.e for, overland" transportation'; . consequently~ -the' shippers and 

receivers a.re . usually', not in: pos'i'tion ,tover1fy:'the' corr~ctne'ss oro:' 

freight; bills, submitted by, highway, .carriers· when· char'ges have, been' 
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, , . , 
comptlted on cub:1:c measurement., 

" :. , 
The shipper 

,~ ~ l' . I"'" • ~ " • I • • 

representatives were generally of the view 

, that applicants' have a pr~~ie~ i~ the ha~d'li~g of e~cessi~~i:r ~1ght 
, . , ~ " ' 

~r.d· ~ha t ~'u'ch ~;t'1cl:es sllould: bear their i:~1r' 
,', \ • • ~ I " 

and bulkY commodities, 

share of the tra.nsport~tio~' cost." Ttle ~bj"e6ti~';;s ;ere riot ~irected 
to ~e~s~~bie' in~~~a~e~ 1~,' the rate; ~~' ;~tings ~~ iight and: bdikf 

• • I '" '. " '.- ~ .' , • I , , I ~ • ' )' 

commod1ties, but to the :l'lanner in which applicants seek to effect 
:,' • +~, ' ~ • .. ", "., • ' ; • • ' ~'" '. • ' , 

such increases. All of the shipper representatives recom.cended that 
: ,: ' j ".( I' ~,~ :.'" I' I. "I, .. I '. • • , ~ 'I 

the author,i ty here1n sought be denied, that cubic-foot rules be e11m-
" :' • , .,' • ,. 'I '. I , ...... ,. .... I" '.. - .' 

1nated from cons1derat1on, and t~t the applicants undertake to o'b~ 

ta1n the nece;~a;~ ;e~~~~~ ~b;oUgh the est;bi1s~ent ~f cliss1f1ca; 
tion excePt1o~s; commodity ;~~es; o~ ~the; prov1s1o~~ ~hi~h ~ouid 
, " ' " I " ' ~ • • " ' ~ I , • .' ' " I .". I. 

name specifically the articles on which each rate would apply. It 

was appi1can~s~ ~esponse to these recommendations ih~t (1) they had 
" ' I " , " • ,\' I '. I .~ 

found it to be virtually impOSSible to change the class1fication 

~~~i~g~ d1re~~1;, (2) i~ wo~ld be e~peri~i~e and i~P;~ct1cable to make 

studies of the cost of t~a.n~pO~~i~g ~ar1ous ~;ticle~ to~ the purpose . , . 
• :. ' ' '," .. ~. f" . , ' • " ' ' ; • ',. 

of establishing specific claSSification exceptions or commodity 
, I I ' . '. J •• # - " r ',' ", .,' ," .' ,: ,;'. , .' 

rates" and (3) any ratings established for specified articles would 

not reflect the fact that ~~~~d1tie~ ~f id.~nticai desc~iPt1ori may 

vary Co~'s1de~ablY ~~ weight p~r cubi~ foot: 3 

A seniO~ r~te e~~e;t of ~he' c~~is~i~n"s, staff; ~h1le 
,', , ,,\ •• I • '. I '. ..... ".'. '" ' , 

r.e1 ther favoring nor opposing the author1 ty herein sought~ te'stif1ed 
• " - I • ~ .. I ._ • .' • , 

concerning a tariff study he had made of cub1c:':root r:ules maintained 
I '," •• ' 

by h1ghway carriers in this state~ 
" .' I 

He's ta ted the. t the tariffs of 
• • " ~, , "', I " I .i, I • • j 

many such carriers contain cub1c ... foot rules in 'great variety, and 
.... , ' I " • , 

that the rules differ both as to penal'ties to be 'assessed and as to 
, • • I, ;1 " •• '" • • 4 • • • ,J 

the conditions unde'r which they are to be applied'.. This 'witness de'~ . ' 
'., . 

, I, , I '.; I • ~ :": •• ,,., ' •• ' • : " , , : • • I.'"' I" 

elared.,that, he f~und. tar1rr.prov.1,si,o'n,s. f..or th.e .!lse .~.!,c~rist.x:,,?-c.t1ye ". 

3 It was test:lfied~ for e·xa~~.l;;that shi"pments.' of., rockwool ranged 
fr-om two 'Pounds per. c,ubic foo:t t,o 'six pounds~ ,pe,r e·ubic foot, and ,that 
theTe would be similar variat1on~ 'i·n connect1o~ :with desks, airplane 
parts, sheet-iron sinks, and many other commodities. 
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weights' ranging' f"om' , pounds to 20 pounds per" cubic foot" He ass,ert"" 
" , ',', ,:. ", ,"I' ' 

ed'that>, in,his opinion, all of the rules which he had examined' were 
.' • t ' 

objectionable from the standpoint of tariff construction or applica-

tion. He thought that some means should be provided to see that the 

carrier is adequately compensated for space occupied in the vehicles 

,by light and bulky articles, but did not believe that any of the cubic 

foot rules provided a satisfactory solution to the problem. The 

witness was of the view that the situation could well be taken care 

of by c.lassification changes, but said that he had not made a' suffi-

cient study to offer any speCific recommendation. 

The issues in this proceeding relate solely to transporta ... 
tion charges. Applicants declare that they have been increasingly 

"burdened" with an undue proportion of low-density shipments, a.nd 

Ilhave become the dnmping ground of the shipper," but it was not sug-

gested that common carriers rr..ay do otherw;~~ ~nQn ~GG~Pt all ~nlD. 
ments t~ndereQ withln the scope o~ the~r undertak~ng. P~ezumab~y 

applicants would find all shipments equally deSirable if they believ-

ed that the tarifr rates ~rovlded comparacle compensation for the 
services required. The question, then, is whether the present tariff 

, . 
charges provide insufficient remuneratio~ for the transportation of 

articles having relatively low densities; and, if so, whether the 
higher charges Which would result from application of the proposed 

revised rule would be justified. 
The record is replete with extreme examples of excessively 

Itlight and bulky" art1cles which applicants have been called upon to 

transport. Except for unsupported assertions of applicants· traffiC 
manager, there is virtually no probativ~ evidence to show that trans-

portation charges r~sult1ng from the proposed 15-p'oun'd rule would 'be 

reasonable. The record does n,otshcw the percentage or amount of in-
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ore·a.:s·ed charges which 'Would aC'crue on 'any shipment or ,group of ship-

ments., how the resul tin'g charges would compare -with those :ma1nta1-ned. 

tor transporting si-milar wei-ght or bulk -of -commodities not -a.ff'eeted 

by the rille, or any o-ther i,ni'ormat10n from 'Which the propr1e"ty.of the 

charges might be ade~~ately judged. 

App11-eants declared that th~ preparation of detailed 

stud1,es of the relativ.e cost of tt'ansporti-ng article-sor varying 

densi t1eS' would be tlme-consu:ml·ng., ,extravagant, -and -vir"tllally '1m-

po-ss1-ble ,under e'X1sting eondi'ti'ons. ·AssUlnin'g the -study or a'bsol.ute 

co~sts to be 1mpra;c"t1cable1 it -m1-gh:t -have bee-n feas1'b~e" 1'01' example., 

for applicants t·o have :.Shown the Tevenue·s accruing unde.r 'present -a·nd 

'pr-oposed tarif·r.s tor the trans'Port'at'1on -of Te,pre'sent'Sotl~e 'shipments 

'of articles 'having den-si ties of less than '1'5 pounds peT cllb1c foo.t" 

comp'ared 'or 'contras'ted with re'Venues :Wb.ieh w01l1d -ac.erueunder the 

tariff for 'ha'nd11ng a .. S'1milar c:ubic 'Volmneo'f' Tepre:sent'atlve ·art1.cles 

'having gre·a'terde.nsities.. :Such -ashow1ng :would not 1nvolIVe any 

.study of ab'solute cos.ts ... ':bc.t would t'end :to 'es'ta1blish the rea:sonable-

'ness 'or unoreasona:blenes.s of 'char.gos Tcsu1:t1ng from -the 'present and 

1'l"oposed -rules through -mea:ns 'of 'ro:te and revenue ·compa:rison'S.. ~No 

basiS 'Sop-pears on 'the present re'cord for ~'j;nd'ing -tha,t ·the .proposed 

1ncreaS'edchar ges Move been ~·us"t1f"1ed. .... 

'The record ind'1C'ates that ~generaJ. ,rules de.slgned to 

.superimpose a sy.s'tem o'f -a'rb~1 trs:ry wei·gh't·s :per cu:bic toot ,upon a 

sys'tem .O'! transporta t1'onrs:tes ·stated in cents pel" 100 'pounds may :be 

o.bjec'c10nable .1"rom the.standpoint o·f practical 'application, and :may 

.be 'Product1-ve of char.ges 'wh1eh are unreasonable, dis CT1mina·t o'ry , or 

·ot·heTw1se ·unlawfUl. It discloses "tha't 'highway carr'1'ers maintain 

't>'a:rious cub'l~:foot 'rules-, .including some which are similar to ap-

:pl'icants'· present ·pro~is:tonand some 'wh1'ch 'a-r.e slznilaT 't-o ~he -rule 

hel'ein .proposed..None 'of ·these Tu'les ;have ;here'tofore :rece1·ved 'the 
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.~.o?S 1aera:.t~orl' .or . ~ppr.~a.~of ·th1~ 9.O:mmiS;Sf~I):1Jl .(Uly:!~.r.mal ~pT«.e.e4"" 
ing: ;ttwll'!- b~.ourRurl'OS€ to ,s1·ye ~pe<:if1,c ';o"s1.de;raU~ t~,e 
appl~ca::tfon az:,.d .e~:r.~ct-·o~ s;Uc,h ~·ule.sp:u;b1'1shed in tbe tariffs .0' 
common··caX':ri.ers of this staite .. 
• '".' T " '.' ,. ... 

QE~~li . ~ . . , 

.-
A pub~;i.c; hearing having been had ~·n ~he above entitled 

application, and ~~s~d upon ~he evidenc~ rec(!1yed at the hearing and 
".' '- .... 

l:1po~ t~ C~IlC~US~On.s ~<i findings ~et forth ~n the pre.ceding opinion" 

~W ~~ HEREB~ 9RDERED that the abo~e entitled application 

. be and :1 t 1~ he;-ei?Y d.e~ied' .. 
~~e etrecti~e date of this order' shall be twenty (20) daye 

trom the ~ate here~t. 

pated at S~ Francisco 1 

pecember,. 1946. . , . . 


