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Decision No. AS3LS

BEFORE THE PUSLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Investigation )
into the rates, rules, regulations, )
charges, allowances and practices ) Case No. 4808
of all common carricers, highway ) ” ) '
carriers, and ¢ity carriers relating )
Te the transportation of propertiy. )

Avpearances

Edwerd M. Berol and Frank M. Chandler, for Truck Ouwners
Association of Califernia, petitioner.
Charles C. Wilson, Lester Parker, John W. Crowe,

H. J. Blschoff, J. G. Fitzhenry, Ernest J. Corrica,
and Zdward Lester, for various respondent carriers.
Robert C. Neill, J. J. Deuel, Zdson Abel, and Thomas R.

Pnillins, for shippers and shipper organizations.

(Appearances shown above are those entered in the
instant phase of this proceeding. For carlicr
appearances, see previous decisions in this case.)

STUPPLEMENTAL OPINION

This supplemental opinion deals with a petition of the
Truck Owners Association of California seeking an increase in the
state~wlde minimum rates, as set forth in Highway CArriers'-Tariff )
No. € (Apperdix "C" to Decision No. 33977; as amended in Case'Nb.1+293L
- for the transportaﬁion of fresh fruits and vegetables. Petitionér'
alléges that the costs which highway carriers incur in tranéﬁorting
these commedities have increased to ﬁhe point that the‘miniﬁum rates'
are not sufficient to provide reasonable compensation for the services
. performed. It seeks an interim increase of 12% percent in the rdﬁésuf
pending the de&elopment and submission of cost studies td shdwvthé?

need ir other rate adjustments.




Public hearing.of the matter was had before Examiner
Abernathy at San Francisco on December li, 1950. Evidencé.was
subnitted in petitioner's behals by a consulting engineer and
by various carrier répresentativeé. Shipper representatives
participated in the examination of petitioner's witnesses-fof -
the purpose of develdping'the record. |

The consulting enginecer testified that he had been
retained by petitioner i) make a study of the costs of t:aﬁs-
porting fresh fruits and vegetables. Such a study, he said,
would require a year o complete because of;fhé faét»thaf
. thé underlying data would haye to be accumulated aé ﬁhe various . |
crops mature and are shipped@ In the meantime he had nade é '
survey of earaings of 14+ carriers‘which aséertedl& fransport
90 percent of the produce which moves to the principal California,
markets. Accérding T the survéy,'the‘operating results-o£'
thirteen of the fourteen carriers for the year ended with
July 31, 1950, were as 1néicated by operating ratibs'ranging
from 97.3 percent to 107.8 peréent. The remaining carcier was
able to attain an operating ratio of 91.6 percent. The compinéd',
operations of the carriers resulted in a loss of 380,1#7 and
an operating ratio of 100.9 percent. The engineer calculated
that had certain revenue and expense Inercascs vhich bec&me
effective at various times during the year and up to Septémﬁer5
1950, prevailed throughout the perilod covered by hisisur#ey,
the combined operations of the 14 carriérs would have'resﬁltedf
in a profit of $9,666 with an equivalent operating ratio of |

99.9 perceﬁt.
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The data which the engineer submitted covered other uran;-
portation services as well aa the transportation of fresh fruits and
vegetables. About two-thirds of the carriers' rovenues were earned
from the transportation of commodi ties not involved herein. Howéver,
the witness attributed the carriers' wnfavorable opératinguresults
largely to thelr produce haulinp. He erureeﬂéd'the'obinion that an
immediate inerease of 124 percent in the mindmun rates i° fully
justified as an emcrgency neasure to prewerve the financ;al gtabikity
of the carriers wntil the cost studies,can be complcted and»;urtner.
data submitted. EHis caleculations indicate that such an incréase*
would enadble the carriers to attain an average opcrating ratio of
adout 97.6 percent after allowance for income taxes.

The traffic manager of a highway common curricr operating
principally between Monterey Bay and Salinaa valley points on the
one nand and San Francisco and Oakland on the othe: nand introduced
exhivits to show that increases in the minimum rates for fruits and
vegetables have not kept pace with increases in the_minimui rates.
applicable to the transportation of freight generally. Accord ng

to his rate comparisons, increases which have been effected'in‘the‘,

state~wide 4th ¢lass rates in Eighway Carriegs‘ Tariff*No. 2”range

from approximately 50 percent to 80 percent. On the other hand the
inereases which have ‘been nade in the state-wide minimum rates,for_'
frults and vegctables range from 27 percent to L7 pe"cent He

sserted that the present minimum rateq are not compcngatoryy taat

1 '
The witness calculated that for the carriers to obtain an operating
ratlo of 90 percent before allowances for income taxes an increase

£ 11 percent in the rates for all of the transportation'services
would be required.

zHighway Carriers' Tariff No. 2 (Appendix "D to Dcci ionm. No. 31606
as amended in Case No. 4248) sets forth the min;mum rates . applicable
to general commodities.
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other carriers in the arca vhich his company se:veé are not éccepting
produce for transportation; and that his company, in order to tran;-'
port the produce that is offered tb it, mﬁst engage ovther éarriersﬁ
from time to time and pay‘thém nore than it receives under its.tafiff'
rates. Other carrier witnesses also testified to the effect that #he
presept ninimun rates for the transportation of produce are less‘ |
remunerative than those applicablc to the transportation of géneralw
fréigbt. As a consequence, they said, thelr companies soiicif general
freight In preference to frésh fruits and vegetables. None of the:
carriers' witnesses had made any recent studies'to develop’thé‘cdsts

of Transporting yproduce asAcompared to gcnefal commodities. Thef 
asserted, however, that produce 1s more costly tovtransport'becauée

it requires expedited handling and bdecause loading_and'uhloading'of’
produce requires more time than is required to load and'unload,ship-"‘

ments of other commodities of comparable weights.

The president of Southera California Freizht Lines and

Southern California Freight Forwarders, common carriers opcéating
principally in southern Califoraia, declared that even 1if the minimum -
rates for produce are increased by 124 percent, they would?stillffdll‘
short of returning the cost of the service. He sald thaf the;bpefatﬁg
costs of the carriers are constantly inereasing and he reférred by vay
of example to incredses in wage costs in southern California which~‘
have taken effect since the consultant completed_his.reVenue and
expense survey. In addition to the Xnown and specified expense
increases, the carriers are confronted with decredsingfeffeétiveﬁess
of labor as the better workers are-drawn into the armed services In' .
the cowntry’'s transition to a war economy, the witnesg‘stated;: Thé'
effoct of the changes in the labor factor is difficult‘to measu:e
precisely dut it results in 2 real and substantial increase in opera~

. ting expense that must be reckoned with, he doclaﬁed._“

lime
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Petitioner assumes that the reportc¢ deficienées‘of
the carriers' revenues plus its rate comparisons unequivoéally
ort its assertions that the present produce rates are npﬁ'
_ comiensurate with the costs of service and that an increase of the
amount sousht is required to restore the rates to a reason&blé;
level. Data reprezenting Qver-all onerating results of a seiectéd
group of carriers may Ve indica*;ve of the average ievel of'cost
£ trans portin~ produce where it 1c shown that the carriers’ .
revenues are a direct reflection of the rates involved‘and whére
it ic also shown that the expenses are largely incurred inﬁfhe
transmortation of produce. DSut where, as in the inetdnt case,lthe |
arriers! revenues and expenses are 2 result of divers “ransporta—
tion services-which are swbject to different rate scales or which
are exempt from rate reguiation altOgetHer, the levéliof the
carriers' total net operating revenues tanding alone aave 1ittle
significance in disclosing the inadequacy of a nart;cular rate
scale to return the cost of the service to which it ncrta;na. The
rate commariszons themselves do not zhow the extent to whieh the;
produce rates should be revised. Tae record doeé-not‘justify the‘
entire amount of the increases requested.

The evidence is perswasive, nevcrtnolch, that the
present ninimum rates for produce 4o not give due and reasonable
consideration to the costs of the transportation being werformed.
Petitioner's rate comparisons empnasize the'exténtfthat_incrcaées
have veen established in the minimum rates for gcncral ¢commoditics

as comparcd with those which have been made in the rates for

The deficicneies as noted in the sresent record should be cured
by petitioners when subnitting in further procecdings the reuulty
of their full and complete cogt studies.

-5-
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roduce. Judicial notice is takcn‘that since July, 1947, whén'
the ninimum broducera’cce vere 1a°t revised upon an e?tensive
¢cost showing, increascs hnave been madc in the ratcs in h;ghway
Carriers’ Tariff No. 2 ranging from 12% percent to 50 percent.
On the other hénd the producc rates have been increased but 5 per-
cent during the same poriod (Docision No. H179%, suwra). 4c
the Commission's de;isions staté, the adjustiments which have
been made in <the mihimum rates for general comaoditics were author-
ized following specific showings of inereascd operating costs,
principally thosc involving wazes, fuel and taxes (Deciszions
Nos. 40597, 41768, 43462 and Web37 in this numbered proceeding)
Since it 1s apparent that these increased costs by ncir nature
rclotc to the carricrs' over-all operations, it secms e*conaolc
that the vroducs rates ghould also reflect the cost inchnscg in
order that the carriers mivht be cquitably compensated for their
produce hauling.

‘It 'is not meant %o bo implicd that adjustments in the
produce rates should necessarily parallcel tno ¢ in fhe rates for
general freoight. Novertheless, under cmrcumstanccs.of comaon cost
foetors, and with due rcgard to other applicable rote factors a
definite rul'tionuh;n bctug the rates for producovand the ratcs ‘
for genernl coamod;tiea would appoar normal ond pfopcr. Rocopnition
that such 2 rclﬂtionchin should prevail was given in Decis ion

No. 33977, supra, which cstablished Highway err;ore' Tar;ff \o. g
and Decision No. 40512, in Case Ho. 4293, which prcscr;oad the
1947 rovisions in the produce rates.
. The 1948 ud*u.,'cmcnfc in the produce rates being taken

accownt, it hopezrﬂ that further ¢ncrc~sov ranglng from
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7% percent to 12% porcont in the stete-wide produce Tates are

justificd 25 an interim measure. Such inereases would give,
within the limits of the petition, substantial effect to.the
increases in operating cxpenses which the carriers hove éxperi-
onced sinece the last general revision ih the rates. Yot the
inereases would do hardly more than redstablish to a large oxtent
for produce and the rates for genersl commoditics. On thic
s 1t appears that increnses as indicafed in the stote-wide
snould be approved. With'rCSpccf to the minimum produce
which hove been established to apply spcéificallylbotwch
pbinxs in Moﬁtcrey5 San Denito nnd Santa Cruz Countie§ and points
in Sen Franeisco, Alamedz and Santa Clarc Counties, adjustments
should not be made therein cxcopt in the "ony Quanfity" rates.
The minimum rotes applicable in this area for producef;nd for
general freight were adjusted on 2 cost basis in 1949. The "any
quantitya'ratos for general Lreight were iﬁcreascd-in Septembéf,
1950, following ﬁ showing of inerconscd costs. In linc'with thc}
increanses hercinabove found justificd in the state-widqratc§5
it cppears that similor increases in the "any cuantity" produce
ratcs would be p50per. In other respects incroases in the prod-
uee rates annlicable within this teorritory do ﬁot appenr justificd.
Upon careful.considcration-qf ali of the faéés‘and
circumstances of reeord, we arc of thc'bpinion and £ind that the
proposed modifications have been justified to thc‘éxtcnx'providéd'

in the order which follows. In 2ll other rospects the petition.




£iled in this proceeding on November 18, 1950 by the 2ruck Owaers

sLssociation of California will be doniecd.

Based upon the eviderce of record and upoalthc‘cdn-
clusions and findings set forth in the prcceding-Opinion;

IT IS HEREZY ORDERED thot Doclsion No. 33977 of
saren 11, 1941, in Case No. 4293, as amended, be and it 45 hereby
furtier amended by substituting in Aighwey Carriers! Tariff Fo. 8
(Appendix "C" to said deelsion, as amended) theVreviso@ pages
attached'heréto ané by this reference madé a part'hercof, which

pages are numbered 28 follows:

Tourth Rovised Page 19 cancels Thiré Revised Pzge’ 15
Pourth Rovised Page 16 cancels Third Reviscd Page 16
Pifta Rovised Page 29 cancels Fourtn Revised Page 29
Tourth Revisced Page 30 cancels Third Revised Page 30
wipst Revised Page 30-A cancels Original Page 30-4

Third Revised Page 31 cancels Sccond Revised Page 31
Third Revised Page 32 cancels Sceond Revised Page 32
Pourth Rovised Page 33 eancels Third nevised Page 33

entions hercin regquired to be made by common carriers 28 2
regult of the revicion ef Highway Carriors'.TariffﬁNo. 8 as
wereinbefore provided shall be made effective not qarlicr thon
March ¥, 195k, on not less than ten (10) days' notice to the

Commission and to the public.




I7 IS MERERY FURTHER ORDERED that excent to the oxtent
provided herein the petition filed in this procceding on
November 18, 1950, by the Truck Owners Associction of California

be and it i3z hereby denied.

In 21l other respects Declsion No. 33977, as cmended,

shall remain in Sull force and effect.
The offecetive date of this order shall be twenty (20)
days aftq the date hercof. |
2
Dated 2t Sen Francisco, California, this 30~ day of
January, 195L. ' |

Ia

A S . - =

Comaissioners




_ Fourth Revised Page....l5
Cancels

Third Revised Page.....lS HIGHVAY CARRIERS' TARIFF NO. 8

Tten SECTLION NO. 1-RULLS AND REGULATIONS OF. "GENERAL o
No. APPLICATION (Continued)

MININUM CHARGE

The minimum charge per shipment shall be as follows:
(a) When the constructive distance from point of origin
to point of destination does not exceed 150 miles:

Minimum Charge
Weigat of Shipment in Cents
25 DOUNES OF 1e5S.ceecaccncssesrcnccacencnes L9 .
Over 25 pounds but not over 50 pounds..... 62
Over 50 pounds but not over 75 pounds..... 75

Over 75 pounds dbut not over 100 pounds..... 87
Over 100 pounds....ceceveeivencacaenas cesve 93

(b) When the constructive distance exceeds 150 miles:
The charge for 100 pounds at the commodity rate appli-.
¢able thereto but not less than $1.05.

SPLIT PICKUP

The charge for transportation of a split pickup ship-
zment (a5 defined in Item No. 11 series) shall be the pickup
and delivery charge (as defined in Item No. 10 series)
applicable under raves in Section No. 2, or any combination
of said rates, for trensphortation of a szngle ghipment of
like kind and quantity of property from point of origin of
any component part to point of destiration via the. UOlntu
of origin of all other compoment parts, pius the following
adgdivional charges:

Weight of Component Part ¢ Additional Charge For Each

(In Pounds) , Component Part Picked Jp
Overo But not over - {In Ceﬁxo)

#170-C 500

Cancels 1,000

170-B 2,000 1y 000 eereeieseancnnns

u 000 lO 000 eeicvavevevennces
lO 000 20 000 wrvcencnconvances -
20 000 tesecene 313

The provisions of this item shall not apply:
(1) if split delivery service is to bé ~accorded;
(2) unless at the time of or prior to the first
pickup a single bill of lading or other shippmn« docu~
ment shall have been issued for the composite sghip-
ment and the carrier shall have been furnished with
written instructions showing the name of cach con-
signor, the points of origin and the kind of property
in each component part.
! In the event a lower aggregate charge results from
| treating one or more component parts as a separate ,hip-
zenz, said charge may be applmed.\

OIncrease) S e
#Change ) Decision No. A5335 ” |
EFFECTIVE UARCH %, 1951

“Issued by the fublic Utilities Commission of the State of‘@iﬁforﬁ¢a,
San Francisco, Calzfornia.

| Correction No. 107

~15-




Fourch Revised @ge....16 o
Cancels ' ' -
- Third Revised Page.....l6 , HIGHWAY CARRIERS' TARIFF NO. &

ltem SECTLON NO.fl-RULES‘AND REGULATLONS OF GENzRAL
No. APPLICATION (Continued)

SPLIT DELIVERY

The charge for transportation of a split delivery ship-
ment (as defined in Item No. 11 series) shall be the pickup
and delivery charge (as defined in Item No. 10 series N
applicable under rates in.Section No. 2, or any combination |
of said rates, for transportatvion of a single shﬁpmen@ of i
like kind and gquantity of property, !

(a) from point of origin %o point of destination of any
component part via the points of destination of all other
component parts; - .

(b) for one-half the distance from point of origin to
that same point via each of the points of destination to-
which deliveries are made; (See Note 1.)
plus the following additional charges:

Weight of Component Part ¢ Additional Charge for Each
(In Pounds) Component Part Delivered |
OverO But not over ‘ (In %fnzs)_ L
100 ' B '
500

000
*180-D | %iooo

Cancels | L. 000
180-C 10, 000
20,000

The provisions of this item shall not apply: '

(1) if split pickup service has been accorded;

(2) unless at the time of or prior %o the tender of
the shipment a single bill of lading or other shipping.
document shell have been issued Zor the composite ship-
ment and the carrier shall have been lurnished with
written instructions showing the name of each consignee,
the point of destination and the kind of property in
each component part. ‘

In the event a lower aggregate charge results from
treaving one or more COMPONENT parts as a separate shipment,
said charge may be applied.

See Item No. 120, paragravh 2, for Deliveries Within a
Single Market Area.’

NOTE l.-Point-to-point rates in this tariff may also
be used in combination with other rates in this tariff in
the following monner: Add to the rate applicable to trans- |
portation of a single shipment of like kind and quantity of
property from point of origin to any other point, the rote
applicable for like transportation for one-half the dis-
vance from the latter point to that same point wvia ‘each of |
the points to which deliveries are made which are not lo- !
cated on the route via which the point-to-point rate used
is appliczble. To the charge obtained by use of the re-
sulving rate add the additional charges above set forth.

|
!
|
|
:
{ .
!
]
:
i
{
|

0 Increzse)

EFFECTLVE MARCH W, 1951 ..
Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
. \ San. Francisco, California.

Correction No. 1087

-16-




Tilth Reviged Page ... 29
Cancels

[

Tten SECTION NO, 2 -ODISTANCE COMMODITY RATES

No. (In Cents Per 100 Pounds) _
FRULTS AND VEGETABLES, INCLUDING WUSHROOMS, as deseribed in
Itenm No. 40 series. (Items Nos. 300 and 201 seriez) Rotes in

this dtenm will not apply oz shipmonts Jor which distanco
commodity rates are provided im Itom No. 305 zerles.

Fourth Revised Page .. 29. ' HTGHVAY CARRIZRS' TARIFF NO. &
7 i )

MILES MINDUM WEIGHT

Over But not . Any 2,000 L,OOO‘ 10,000 | 23,000
Qver Pounds | Pounds| Pounds | Pounds

0 3 25 23 13

3 5 28 24 pyA

5 10 28 24 LU
10 15 29 25 16
15 20 | 29 27 17

20 25 20 28 13
25 20 1 33 22 19
30 25 33 29 2
35 L 34 30 2
40 45 e 20 23

45 50 36 33 2
50 | 37 34 25
60 | 40 36 27
70 L2 37 28
80 43 40 30

90 45 a2 32
200 | 46 43 34
110 | 43 45 36 -
120 | | 50 46 37
130 | | 52 47 39

L0 s | @B W
150 |5 51 L
160 | 57 53 Q2
170 &0 54 L
180 61 56 46

290 S , 63 57 L7 -
200 ‘ 66 60 51
220 | 91 69 6/, 53

- 240 95 /A 66 56
260 o7 76 & 59

{Continued in Item No. 201 sc:ﬂ_.cs)

0 Incrooze ) v o
» Coange ) Deeidsion o, 45345

EFFECTIVE ~ MARCE 4, 1951

Issued by the Public Utilitios Commission of the Stato of California,‘) o
: San Frameisco, Californfa. = |

Correction No. 109 -

-29 -




HIGHWAY CARRIERS' TARIFF NO.

Fourth Rovdsed Page ... 20
. Cancols
Taird Revised Page .... 30.

SECTION NO. 2 ~ODISTANCE COMMODITY RATES
(In Conte por 200 Poundz)

FRUITS AND VECZTABLES, INCLUDING MUSERQOCMS, s deseribod
in Itom No. 4O ,erﬁ.o.;. (Items Nez. 300 o.nd 301 series)

MILZES MININOM WEICGHET

Ovor

But not
Qvor

Pownds

4,000
Pounds

10,000
Pouwnde

18,000
Pounds

260 300 80 71 64 52
300 325 T 68| 5
325 350 , g0 70 59
350 275 83 T 62
375 400 ' | 87 78 64

40 425 92 62
25 450 % .- 72
450 475 , © 99 : 75
475 500 , 105 7
500 525 109 &2

525 550 112 o 84
550 575 L7 » 37
575 600 2% 91
€00 625 125 9%
625 650 130 97

650 675 134
675 700 139

| #301-D
| Gancels
30.-C

For distances ovor
700 miles odd for
oaeh 25 milos or
fraction 'thoroof

VAR YA %

!

O Ineroass )

"' M d o _ .
* Change ) Docision No. = 4ASIAD

EFFSCTIVE  WASCE 4, 1951

Iscucd by the Public Ttili*ies Commission of thc Sta‘bc of California,
San Francisco, California.

Cor*'cct:x.on No. 110 ,

B o e e st e i 1 <
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Tirst Revised Page ... 30-A
Cancels

Original PAge eeveeens 30-A HICHVAY CARRIERS' TARIFF NO. 8

Teem | - SECTION ¥0. 2 - DISTANCE COMMODITY RATES
1 Mo. (In Cents per 1C0 Pounds)

FRUITS AND VEGETABIES, INCLUDIIG MUSHROOMS, as deseribed
in Item No. LO scries.

MINDIY WEIGHT .

¢ . (d)
Ay 2,000} 4,CC0!10,000|18,000
fuantity Pounds| Pounds| Pounds

Points in |Points in 62 30 2L | 13
vonterey, |San 31 23 15
' 18an Benito|Francisco, : ‘ 32 | 23 p
. and Alaneda 32 | 2 | 18-
Santa Cruz| and 3L 25 | 18

Counties  |Santa ¥ ,
Clara | 135 | 26| 19
Counties 38 29| 21

: 39 0. 22
L2 | 22 23
L3 | 3L 25

. i 35 |. 28
120 L6 | 33 29
120 : L8 | 39 3
130 Lo Lo L 32
| 1L0 - 50. | L2 | 3L

|

(1) (Exception to Item No. 1&0 series) Rates include loadin;ﬁ into and
wiloading from carrier's egquipment.

O Inerease ) niiiviam.a AG =
% Change - ) Decision -No. 43343

EFFECTIVE MARCE L, 2951 .

Issued by the Public Utilities Commicsion of the State of Calﬁ,romi#,,
: San Francisco, California.
Correction No. 1M1 ' ' o

=30-A-




* Third Revised Page....Bl

Cancels _ : '
Second Revised Page...31 EIGHWAY CARRIERS' TARIFF NO. g
Ten SZCTION NO. 2=0 DISTANCE COMMCDITY RATES
No. (In Cents per 100 Pounds)
\ EMPTY CONTAINERS, as described in Item No. 40 series.
MLLES MINZIMUNM We IGHT
But not Any 2,000 4, Q00 { 10, 000
Over over Quantity | Pounds | Pounds Pounds
0 3 . 26 18 14 6
3 5 26 ' 18 15 . 8
5 10 27 19 15 8
10 L5 27 19 16 9
15 20 28 21 16 9
20 25 28 21 16 >
25 30 28 23 18 gg
30 35 30 23 18 1L
| 35 L0 30 24 18 11
[ LO L5 30 24 19 g
L5 50 32 24 19 12
5 10~C 50 60 32 25 : 21 “l2
Cancels 60 70 . - 33 25 21 14 .
31C-B 70 g0 3k 27 23 15
. 30 90 3% 27 23 15
90 100 37 28 2% : 16
100 110 38 29 25 | 17
110 120 39 30 25 ' 18
120 130 -39 30 - 27 18
130 140 1 ‘ 33 -7 19
140 150 Y1 3% 28 | 20
150 160 L1 34 28 - 20
160 170 ' L5 36 29 22
170. 180 . 46 26 .29 22 .
18C 190 L6 37 30 23
190 200 48 7 | 30 -
200 220 51 1 33 25
220 240 52 L3 . 35 27
240 260 Sk L4y 37 28
| 260 280 56 46 38 30
(Continued in Item No. 311 series)
%ggggggseg Decision No.  AS3LAD
ﬁ EFFECTIVE 'MARCE 4, 1951
I_Sued oy the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San Fruncmsco Calzfornia.
| Correction No. 112 ' :




Third Revised Page.....32 ‘
Cancels

Second Revised Page....32 HIGH/AY CARRIERS' TAAIFF NO. 8 -

Item SECTION NO. 2 -ODISTANCE COMMODITY RATES
No. (In Cents per 100 Pounds)

EMPTY CONTAINERS, ac described in Item No. W0 series

MILES MINIMIM WEIGHT

But not Any 2,000 | %,000 10,000
Qver Over Ouantity | Pounds Poundﬂ Pounds

280 300
300
325
350
375

%00

Tor distances
over 700 niles
add Tor each
25 miles or
fraction
‘thercof

Olncrease )
*Change ) Dccis;on No.

SFFECTIVE  MARCH L, 1951

Issued by the Public Utilitlies Commission of the Suate of California,
Correction No. 113 San. Francisco, California.




Tourth Revised Pag... 33
. Cancels | ‘
Third Revised Page .... 33 HIGHWAY CARRIERS' TARIFF XO. 8

Tten SECTION No. 2 =~OPOINT TO POINT COMIODITY RATES
No. (In Cents per 100 Pounds)

TRUITS AND VEGET/ADLES, INCLUDING MUSEROOMS, as described
in Item No. L0 series.

MDITIOYE VEIGHT

4,000 | 10,000
Pounds | Pounds

10S ACELES | SAN FRANCISCO
TERRITORY, TERITORY,
as described | as described
in Item No. | in ITtem Jo.
281 series. | 283:series.

SACRASENTO

. TERRITORY, -
as described
in Ttenm No.
282 serdes.

ZUPTY COUTAIVERS, as described 4in Item No. LD sexies.

L FTNTIOM WEIGHT
Ay 2,000 11,000

an- ke/ A -
tity Pounds | Pou.jd...

BE.L ou A.ND

&)
#330-C | 10S AVGELES - | SAN FRANCISCO
Cancels | TERRITORY, ”’E‘?.RIJ.O‘%Y,

230=-8 . | as c’.oscribod. as described
in Item 0. !in Item No.
231 series. (283 series.

SACRALENTO
TERRITORY,
as deseribed
in Ttem No. ‘
232 serics. y |

—

(1) If the charges accruing under the ratcs inm this item, applied on
shipments from and to points intermediate botween oripgin and
destination territories shova in this item via route shown in
Item No. 500 series, are lower than charges aceruing wnder the
Distance Commodity Rates in Items Nos. 300, 301, 310 or 311
series oo the samc .,hipme-zt via the same routo, such lowcr
charpes will QPP

0 Inerecase )
% Change )

De¢ision I“I -

EFFECTIVE  MARCH Ly, 1951

Tosued by the Public Ubilitics Commizsion of the State of Califormia,
San Francisco,  California.
Correction No. 11k -




