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BEFORE THJ: PUBLIC UT!~ITIB:J COi{::!ISSI01~ OF THE STATE CJF C.hl..IFCRNI;..' 

In th~ Matt~r of the Inve,st.igation ) 
i:tto th~ rat~s, rules" regulations, ) 
charges; allowances and. practices } 
of all COJ':l::lor.: carri ers > hi'ghway ) 
carrie::-s anc. city carriers relating) 

Case No. 4000 

to t~e tranzport~tion of pro-perty. ) 

A$>pe:arances 

~dward M. B~rol, J. Crowe) T. R. Dwyer, 
P... C .. Elli:., C. 'W .. I~k:.cL.:od, Joseph 
Robertson, J~'Ues L. Roney a.nd Ward G. 
~;alkup , Jr. 

o P 1 N' ION ----- ....... -----
This phase 01' the above-entitled proceedi~'le d~als wlth the 

~.i!.ni.~~, charges set forth irJ. Item No. 150-E of Highw::.y Carriers' , .' , 

~~rirf No.2 for the tranzport~tion of sm~ll shipments for distances 

(Jt 150 constructive miles or less, between points in Californi,l north 

(;.! Gaviot:l Pass and the Tehachapi I-lountains. More specifically, tho 

:.:~tterhcrc in issue is whether the minimum charges referred to' ~bove 

:'.rc rcasonabl~ ond proper and what, i:f' o.ny) adjustment should be lllZ4de 

~ncrco:f'. 

For the purpose of inquiring into thiz ~ttcr,th~ Commission 

~chcduled e. public h0aring which wos held before E~incr Lake' ~t 

C1!l Francisco, on J~.n~ry 3'0 .?~J.c. .31, 1950. 

The minitl'\JIll ch~rges now app1ic:.ble rc.ngc from 49 cent~ for 

shipm¢ntz waighing 25 pounds or less to 93 cents tor shipments wc1gh­

i!lC ov~r 100 pound"s. They first become effective in 1939.. Except' 

i'"r gener~l i:lCrc:lsc adjusttl~:nts, they were not disturbed until 1947 

at which time they w~re r~viscd to 'the b~sis of 100 pounds o.t the 

:;'",plicablc rat<.! between the points involvt::d, subject to ~1.00 ~s. 
1 

minimum. By Decision No. 40151 of April e, 1947, in Caso No. 480$, 
. 1-1111 

--...-_-------:--'- .. _. '--..... ~~--:"'_#~---.....-.---........... -

Decicion No. 39945 of F~bru~ry 4, 1947, i~ C~,~sc No·. 4308. 
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C. 4S0S-AH 

the minimutl per shipment ch~rges prevailing prior to the above o.<ijuS~ 

ment·were reinstated. Common carriers who were required to e~tablish 

the .100 pound-$l.OO minimum.oasis were authorized but not, required to, 

restore the 'lower per shipment minimum charges.: 

'Several COmr.lon carrier witnesses, representing the inter­

ests of their companies and of The Truck Owners Association, testi­

fied th~t they maintained minimum charges on the 100 pound basis and 

th3t because such charges were higher than those authorized ~s mini­

mu:n they were .It 3 competitive disadv.:mtage with competing carriers. 

They contended that they had lost to carriers of'f'eringthe lower mini­

:num charges not only small shipments :for which the charges were pro­

vided but, in addition, many heavier shipments. They m.lintained thct 

competing carriers of'fered the lower oaSis of' ch~rges 3S a competi­

tive weapon to allure all of a shi,per's highwZlY carrier traffic. 

Other common carrier rcpresent~tives testified tholt to,moet this 

comp~titive situation they had recently established the lower mini-
2 

mum ch.:::.rge. The loss of revenue as Co resulto£ the rate rod.uction~" 

they $.t.:lted, h~d cc.used a serious impc.irmcnt of their financio.l 

stability. 

All of these witnesses contended that their opere.tions for 

1949 were conducted· at a loss and that to cstc.blish or to m::.intolin 

the lower bc.sis of minimum ch~rgcs would result in additional losses 

of revenue ranging from $5 to $247 per day.' 

:2 
Th~se witnesses ~lso represented The Truck Owners A~soei~tion, cs 

well a's their own interests. All but onc of the ca~riers, hcrein­
btJfore referred to, ar,e cngo.ged in the tr('.1.nsportation o·f general com~ 
modities of all wo-ight groups. The exception wcs .l common c.:lrrier 
who conducts oper::.tions between S~n Fr~cisco 3nd points on the Sen 
Fr~~cisco peninsula involving shipments weighing, 100 pounds and less. 
') 
~ . 
The' president of' one, of the carriers testified tMt the smo.ll ship­

ment trD.:fi'ic comprised ,.33 per cent o~ his company's total shi:pmcnts; 
t~~t they numbered more than 900 shipments per dey; and th~t the .loss 
of revenue would be in excess o,f $200 per dD.Y. 
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C-4S0$, IE 

• I The Truck Owners Assoeiat~on and the carrier witnesses seek 

authority to establish a minimum charge of 70. cents for shipments' 

weighing less than l5 pounds and for shipments of greater weight a 

charge based u~on 100 pounds at the ap~licable rate between the points . . 
involved, subject to ~1~05 as minimum. 

A senior transportation engineer of the Cor:nnission's staff 

and the traffic manager of a common carrier operating generally 

throughout northern California introduced evidence rela:tive to the 

cost of transporting shipments weighing less than 100 pounds,. The 

engineer in'Croduced an exhibit cons,isting of ~ summarization of a 

study of costs incurred by a large segment of the,for-hire trucking 
. 4-

industry. The study didnot , however, include the COSt5 of c~rriers • 

.specializing in handling small $~ipments. 

The tr.lffic man.~gcr testified that he had made a study of 

all shipments weighing less than 100 pounds transported during the 
. . 

month of November, 191+9, to San Fr.anc'isco, OD.kl.lnd, Stockton and 

Sacr(!I';1€lnto from points of origin 150 miles or les$ .3,way. The study 

WOoS s·aid to include the .lvcr.;tg~ pick~\p and delivery 1 terminal and, 

pl,lti"orm hand.ling, line-haul, and general administrCltive and overhoad 

costs. Based upon an average .weight cf 71 pounds, the,cost p~r' ship­

me~t so developed was $1.3b. 

Th¢ costs presented 'by the engineer were said to' be the 

we-ighted average totAl costs per shipment for short line peddle'trips 

involving one platform handling and for line-haul service requiring 

two pl.o.t£orm operations. They were expanded' to include gross,operatlng' 

4Details of this study were first introduced in evidence of this pro­
ceeding through Exhibits No~. 254 and 276 at hearings dealing with a 
general review of the ent.ire minimum rate structure of Highway Car-
riers' Tariff. No.2., The, costs were adju~ted to ,reflect· conditions 
prevailing in October, 1949. 
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expense and to provide for an operat-ing rat-io· of 93. The data <ie­

veloped disclose so-called full costs for shipments of less than,lOO 

,?o'..lIlds, for 30 and 75 constructive miles, of ~1.10 and $1.2?', respec­

tivelY.5 

The Association's proposal was supported by the manager of 

transportation and operations of D. whol~sale grocery concern. He ~l';' 

log~d 'Chat the present scal'2 of charge:> for small ehipments W."iLS bolow 

the cost of' peri'oming the service by the general fre,ight carriers .. 6 

As ~ result th~reof, he statad, the transportntion or small shipments 

, pl~ces a burden on other traffic. 

The sought adjustm~nt was opposed by V. Fred Jakobs~n, an 

indi vidu<ll doing business as Transb,'lY r-totor Express, ~nd severt'll, 

shipPc3r witnesses who usc the services or this c::).rricr for th¢ trans-

port~tion of th~ir sm~ll shipocnts. J~kobsen OP0ratcs between S~n 
, .. 

Francisco Md E:).st Bay 'cities ~s ::l common c::l.rrier. 7 His opo'rations 

~.rc limited, except ns to phonogreph records, to. the trtmsporttlt~on of 

shi-pmcnts wQ>ighing 100 pounds :>..nd le~s.. For these oper,ltions. he is 

required to observe r:ltt'ls specified in his t::lril'fs on . .fil~ with the 

Commission. They are, for th~ mos~ part, multiple shipm~nt rates ~ 

v~ry with th~ wei~ht of the ,shipment ~d.thc number of shipments, ten~ 

dercd during ::\ one-week period. They 8.r~ sa't !orth 'in t.he m:).rgin. g, 

5Similar datp. were presented involving trcmsportation b~tween other , 
ar~as. They w~r~ lowt'lr by amounts r~nging from 1 to 3 cents pcrshi~-
mente ' 
6!n support of his 211eg:ltion~ he rei'..;rred to Sxhibit No •. 276, supr~; 
~nd to the cost evidence submitted ~t the haaring'in this phase of tho 
proceeding.' 
7He conducts oth~r oper~tions in the San Fr~nciscoB~y Area und~r a 
§ontr.~c,t ct;lrric:r's permit issued pursuo.nt to, the High..,;ay C,lrriers' A.ct. 

R.'\tcs P~l" Shipment 
¥.i:,nimum \~'cight 

Over Not Ov"r 
0- 25 

?s 50 
50 75 
75 100 

Numb~r of Shipments Tcndared Pcr We~k 
L to 3 UU g 'to ~2" Over 22' 
v!.OO ~~ ,..0.$8 ;;:>0.54-
1.00 0.$5- 0.73' O.6S 
1.30 1.15 O.SS O.S;, 
1.60 1.40 1..02, 0.96 
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This witness testitied that his services are of a 

specialized nature; t~at they are conducted with one-half ton p~~el 

a."ld one-ton walk-m vanette type equipment; that his San Francisco, 

terminal is, and'his Oakland terrnino.11s in the process o~ being, 

equipped with, conveyor belts for the rapid ha~d1ing and dispatch of 

s~ip~ents; and tr~t the billing of shipments is done weekly. These, 

as well as other efficiencies not inherent in the operatior..:s'of 

carriers eneaged in transporting general freight, he stated, rendered 

the proposed minimum charges excessive for his services. Ho intro­

duced an exhibit showing that the net operating revenuos from all of 
, '9 

his transportation opera.tions, for 1949 exceeded $9,000. He alleged 

that if the sought minimum ch~rgcs were established 75 per cent, of 

the 'buSiness he 'now enjoys would be lost to propr1cto.ry carriage or 
10 

parcel post .. 

The shipper witnesses testified that they used Transbay 

Motor Express almost eX,elusively for the transportation of smo.11 

shiptlents under its multiplo shipmont rates.. Such shipments, they 

stated, "Tore for thc most po.rt .'!I. service tra.nsaction to aC'eorru:nod~t¢ 

their customers and consizted of ~rticles the profit on whieh did not 

eover the tra..~spo!'tation charges.. They D.ssorted that if the, souzht 

cha.rges were authorized they would either resort to other methods or 
ehe~pcr tra.'"lsportation or, if such were not available, they "lOuld 

ha.ve to' forego thi~ o.ccommoda.tion'sorvicc. To pursue the latter 

course 'ltlou1d, they llllezcd, entail the loss of more lucl"tlt1v¢ so.los. 

9 
The witness st~ted th~t his revenuos would havcbcon gre~tor ~d 

not a warohouscmlln's strike affected the volumc of hisbusincss. 
10 . 

The parcel post ro.tcs~ according to c.n exhibit introduced in evi­
dence by .:l CoI:lnl1ssion r~te ex.pert, o.re 12 ccn~:::' for the f'irst pound 
plus 2 cents per poun~ therec.:rter up to ~nd 1ncludine; 70 pounds .. 

-5-



c.480S" - MG 

It is not disputed a."'ld the record. shows thc.t the nl1nimom 

charges now appl1cab10 ~re unreaso~ble ~d impropor fer ~11 shipments 

of 100 pOil."'lds or loss, for c:lrricrs engo.~cd ,in general freight, opor-' 

t).tions in that thoy ~re insufticicntto return the costs ot parformng, . , ' 

the ,service. The, record docs not show to wh.'lt extent, it at all, the 

o.pp11co.blc chart;es o.rC improper for c~rrier3 exclusively cngo.gcd in 

the tr~sport~tion of s~ll shipments. 

The tr~fic here in issue constitutes 0. 'la.rge segment ot 

shipmonts tra.."'lsported by 00.1'1'101'5 cng~zed in goncro.l freight opor­

o.tions o.s .... '011 t:".S the bulk of the tro.i'fic ~.ndled by the specic.lizod 

s~~ll shipment co.rriers. The need for o.djustment in the present 

c~ ... 'lrges 0.5 well e.s the need for rete oquality for tho tro.nsport~tion 

ot: like sr..1pmonts, rog:z:.rdless of the class of service or the carriers 

rendering it, is apparont. Minimum charges or tho volume proposed 

will'be esto.blished. Such cho.rges will not only tend to remove the' 

'burden no,., ec.st upon other trD.:t:'f'1c but will o.lso l"en~e~ small ship­

ments more desir~blc to tho goner~l freight e~rriers. 

The record is convincing th~t the minimum c~:rge~ to be 

~do~tcd would 1mp~ir J~obsenTs o.bility to continuo his cc:rtific~tcd 

tr,~sbcy operations nnd would act to injure shippers ~ho avo.il thcm~ 

selves of the multiple shipment r.:ltcs of this carrier in insta.TI,eeo 

where such r:lte$ .:l.rc lOi.,er than those to be ndopted. Jo.kobson, 

thorefore, will not be required to c~~ngc his r~tcs between San 

Frsncisco and East Bay points ~pp11cnble in conncctionwithh1s 

,common ccrr1e:r. operntions. 

Under the. proVisions of Item ~ro .. 200 series of Highway 

Cnrr1el"s' T~riff' No. 2 the m1ninl\U4l ch~rgcs heroino.ftcr, .'ldopted will 

~l t ornn. t c .""i th lo,.,or chcrgo s prov:td ed in t r.o.rif'f S 01' common co.rri ors , 

10",·,1'1.7.11y published c.nd filed with the Commission, for the same trnns­

port,~tion. By reo-son of this provisi0J?-, rate equc.lity tor .?ll 

clnsscs of carriers will bo ~inta1nod. 
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Common carriers have heretofore maintained the same rates, 

rules and regula.tions on commodities not subjec't, to Highwo,y Carriers r 

Tariff No.2 a: thoze mo.int~ined in the m1nimUI:l rate tariff. 

Authorization ot.thiseharacter fll:lpears necessary to l'!laintain the 

uniformity t~t has heretofore eXisted. 

Upon considera.tion 0:(' all of the factc ·and circumstances 

of record, we are of the opinion and hereby' find that mod1ficat10nof 

the ensting rates, rules and regulations is justified to the extent 

hercinbcfor~ indicated ~d as provided by tho ordor herein. 

o R D E R --- ..... -~ 

Based uponth~ eVidence of record, and on the conclusions 

and findings set forth in the preceding opinion, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Decision No • .31606, 6.s a.monded, 

be and it is hereby further amended by incorporating in High~y 

Co.rr1ors' Tari!f No. 2 (Appcndix ltD!! 0:(' said Decision No. 31606" as 

o.mcndcd), reviS0d pages o.ttachcd hereto ~d by this reference ~dc a 

part hereoi', to become effective April 1, 1950, whi~h pages nrc 
~u=berod ~s follows: 

Eiglltp, Revisod Page 20 c.:1.nccls Seventh ReVisod Pa.go 20. 
Original P~ge 20-A. '_, 

IT IS HEP~BY FURTHER ORDERED that common co.rriers subject 

to the Public Utilities Act be, o.nd thoy ~re, and each or them is 

hereby a.uthor1zod, but not required, to cs~bli:h in their tariffs 

incroo.ses in minimum charges in connection with transporta't1on of 

co:nmodi tics for which minimum charges have no't been cstJ.lblishcd 'by 

the Commission no grco.tcr in volume znd effect thQn the incrco.scs 

~st~b11shod herein. 
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Eighth Revisod P~ee ••• 20 
~ccls 

s.:veptl? B-0~~sd PtlP'9 ••• 20 •• m:_y.MlAY 9.AWl~' TARIFF ~~~ 

1
1
;:_ l.s:.C:Z0N 110: 1 - RULES }J!r) ~U::XlOIl:~= ,u'l'LICAXlOIl (Contl.nu<>d) ! 

I 

I NINDruM CHA.~GE 1 

I The minim.'\.:Illl charge por :shipmont 3hal1 bo as followo: (Subjoct . to . 
, I X;ote3 1 and 2) 

*150-F 
Cc=.cel: 

150-E 

(0.) Whon tho con:tructive distance i'rOl:l i,oint or onein to point or 
dc:tination does not oxceed 150 mile~: 

(1) Betweon points ~o~th ot tho bo\Ulcltlry line dO::lcri bed 
in ~Toto ); " 

(2) Bot'W'eon a. point sowth ot tho boundllrY line described 1Xl 
Note ) o..nd .EI. point north or otlicl line; 

g~i~~t of xhi~~n~ (in ~oundo) 
(rter Not Ovor 

o 25 
25 SO, 
;0 75 
7$ 100 

YJ.ni:num ChArso 
--I..~tlL-

1.9 
62 
7,), 
8?' 

100 • • • • . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 93 
¢ C:3) Bot"1oon :POint:!;' north. or tho boundary 11%1e d0scribod in 

Noto 3: 
Shipments woizbineleeA tc~ l5 pouc~ ••••••••••••• ~ •••• 70 cents. 
SlUpmcnts ..... eiehine l5 polmdo 0Jld over ohsll 1» 8ubjoGt'to the ...... 1oIoOil.~W.Ij 

cll:lrec: prcvidcd in ptl.rCl.zre.ph (b). 

(b) v1hen taG constructive disto..."'lcO !rom point of or1(t.i.l1 to point 
of dcsti~tion oxcoods 150 milos: 

(1) If cl~s=ifiod 1st el~s~ or lowor, ror 100 poun~ o.t the 
cl:.zs or commodity ro.to Cl.pplica."olo thereto; or 

(2) It clo.ss1fiod hi;hor than lot c1~zo, tor 100 pounds o.t 
tho 1st clo.3::; rllto; or 

(:~) It shil'Illont contain: different articlos :me. no or'ti'clo is 
rc.'tcd hit.hor than 1st clo.so r for 100 :pound: Ilt tho cl6.:!lc or commod­
ity r:.to o.pplicllolc to the a.rtiele to.ld.ng M~st ro.tc; or if ~ 
articlo is r~tod higllor tlu:.l'l let clc.ss, for 100 pounez llt tho 1st 
elMO r~ to; but , . 

(4) In no evont sh:lll the X!linim\.1lll clw.r~c be lose than ~1.05. 

NOTE 1.-1n no ovent eh.e.ll thc lninim'lJm eha.reo be loss tb.::.n 
~1.25 on shipmonts ~vine point of origin or pOint ot dO$t~tion 
on !Jto~hip 'Whervc.: or doel(:J w:t. thin tho Lo;:: Angelo:: Harbor PickUp 
o.nd De1ivory Zono, ... s described in Item No. 260 zonos. 

NOTE 2.-For obipmcnt::o trcnsported "ooyonc3. pUblic hiehv~ys to 
or !'rom oil or e:.s \Toll oi'tos 'tho tlinim:l.lm CMrG'o :~ be Zl.25. 

NOTE 3.-:eOei.nniIl~ o.t tho shoro lino of the ?c.cii'ic Ococ.n duo 
:::outh of C.:l.viotc." thencc northoc..:torly c.1ong ~ imeeinc.ry otrait;ht 
line to tho point o.t '\Ilhich the Co'Ul'ld.::.ries of S:.nt.:\. Ec.r'b:l.ro., Voritur:. 
end. Kom CO\mtioc :i.ntor.:oet, Q",:;torly alone tho north~rly bo~ 
of Venture Ilne Loo I~olo: Countioz to 0. point d~ south of tho 

, eormn1Jlli tj ot Xoho.cho.p1, northol"..:;tQr1y o.lonz o.n 1.~ginc.ry strllicht 
l1no to tho point a:t 'IIrhieh ~gh.""c.y U.S. 395, intersect: tho 
no'::tb.orly "oounc'!.t.ry of tern County 7 thonce ellstorly :!lone tho " 
northerly 'boundc.ry ot !:orn :.l'ld S:.n :ao~dino Counticc to tho 

r 
C~H.fornift-Ncv;Q,W:.:.:J!9~:..a. __________________ -i 

* Chrulgo ) £. ""86-1 . 1 o Inoroc.!>o ) Docioi0l": No. :l.:.V -"" , \ 

:'01' Item ~ro. l60-D sh(!WZ'l on Sov~%fth ?evip(!d Pc-eo 2Qh 009 Ox=ird'.nc.l PC\m_~~ 

EFFECTIVE APRIL ,1,. 1950 I 
'---------------------------------------------------------------~ I:suoe. by tho Public Utili tioz Commi~cicn of tho St.. ... to. of. Cc.ll£orni:l., 

San Fr~ciseorC~lirorn1~. 
, Corroction No .. 39l 
--------------------------------------------~--------------------~ 
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• 
*.* Ori23:~ 'Page ... 20 ... A .. HICHWAY CARRIERS' TAt.'UFF NO.2 
F Itom I $Zenon NO.1 - R'tJ1ES J.l.o!) REG'tI'LAl'IONS OF GENERAL 

o "1'-__ • __ .. ' A~C.AT10N' (fo~n_ti::.::n:.::UC:loO.:d:o..lo) __________ -l 

"'l60-D 
Cc.ncols 
I l6O-C' 

SPLIT J?ICK'O'J? 

Tho clw.rge for transport:.t1on ot 0. split pickup :3bipment (o.s cie­
fincci in Item No. 11 oe:r:ieo) shAll be the piclcu:p .3Jld delive:ry ehareo 
(llS da!inod in Item No. 10 corlos) c.pplie:l.'blc under ro.teo in Section 
No.2 or Section No.3, or o:tJ.y combiMtion of s.:\id l'D.tes, tor tr~­
po:1it\tion of. a single chi;pmcnt or like kind and ClUllntj,ty of property 
from point or origin of ~ componont port to point or dostination via. 
the pointe ot oX"1g:tn of :lll other component parts, p1U'!J the tollow1ll$ 
ndCitionol charges: 

~eisAt of Component Part 
(In Potlllds) 

Over , But 'Not Ovor 

o 
100 
SOO 

1,000 
2,,000 
4,000 

10,000 
20,000 

100 
500 

1,000 
2,,000 
4,000 

10,000' 
20,,000 

Add1 tionoJ. Cho.rge .. tor Each 
Component. Part Picked. Up . 

(In Cont:;;) 
.Q. 
57 
80 

l2l. 
161 
201 
240 
;20 

Th.o provisions or tllio i t6m sh.lll not o.pply: 

(1) It split ciolivery service is to be o.ccorded; 
(2) unless o.t the ticc or or prior to th~ first pickup 0. 

si:lgle bill ot la.ding or othor sbippine dOC'l%lcnt sh:lll ho.\·o 
boen issued ror tho compo~itc chip.mont and tho carrier sholl 
ha.va been ~sb.cd with v.d tton instruetions showing tho nomo 
of ea.ch consien,or, tho :pointe ot oriGin ond tho kind or 
property in·e~eh componont :p~t. 

In the evont 0. lowor ~esreea.to ehcrgo r~~ulto £ram trc~ting 
ono or more componont p~~ ~ a sopcra.tc ohipmont said eh:rgo 
m::.y bo ::l.ppl1ed. 

* For provi~iono in ofrcct prior to tho offoctivo ~to hereor, 
soo Seventh Revisod P:.gc 20. 

** Decision No. 4~3861 

EFFECTIVE APRIL 1, 1950 

Issued by tho Pu'blic Utili tie~ Co:mr.iosion of the Stc.tc of Cc.li£ornio., . 
Sen Frc..neisoo, Californi.:l.. 

Correction ~ro. :392 

- 20-A-

I· 
I 



.. 
IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED ~t t~riff publication 

required or ~uthorizod to be m~de by common c~rriers as a res~t of . . 
the order herein shall be ~~o effective not later than April 1, 1950, 

and not earlier t~ five (5) days after the effective date of this 

order; and that such publications ~y be made effective on not less 

than five ,(5) days' notice to the Commission and to tho, pub11c. 

IX IS HE.~BY F'ORTEER ORDERED thzl.t common carr1ers be, :.md 

they are, and cac~ of them is, hereby authorized to depart from tho 

provisions of Section 2~(a) of the Public Utilities Act and of Article 

XII, Section 21 of the Sto.te Constitution, to the extent necossclry to· . 

c~rry out the effect of the order herein. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that V. Fred Jakobsen, doing 

bUSiness :loS Transbay Motor Express,' is not reqUired to es:tab11sh'in 

connection with his :ertificated highway common carrier operations 

increased minimum charges set forth in the above-referred to tnriff 

pages. 

In ~ll other respects said Decision No. 3l606, ~s ~endcd, 

shall re~1n in full force ~d effect. 

This order shall become effectivo twenty (20) days' aftor 

tho ~te hereof. 

Da ted at San Francisco, California, this .;;.;; ....... ____ day of . 

Fe br'U.;"\.ry' , 1950. 
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