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Il~TERn1 OPINION 

ThG Motor Truck Association of Southern California and 

Truck Owners Associ~tion of California propose that increased minimum 

rates and charges be established for tho transportation of 2cneral 

cor.unocAiJcies by common ,:lnd hiehi~a.y carriers. The miniDlum rates and 

charges no"'.' in effect are those set forth in High\,lUY Carriers t Tariff 

~o. 2. They are state-wide in their application. Petitioners seek 

increases of 13 percent in less-truckload rates? of 17 percent in 

tr~ckload rates, of 18 percent in oil field hourly rates, and of 13 

percent in all other rates and chargcs. l 

The matter \.'as scheduled for p'L1b1ic hearing at San Francisco 

on. l':ay 13, 1952, befo::c ExaminCI' l1u1grew. At the outset of the hoar

ir..g counse 1 for petitioners s·tated that they hs.d determined to urge 

the Com:mis~iol1 to grant an immediate interim increase of 9 percent in 

all of the rates and charzcs involved. A petition making this request 

was thereupon filed. The hearings were continued at San Francisco on 

l'iay ll.t-, 15 ar~d 16 ~ and at Lo:; Angeles on Hay 27 and 28. On 1·lay 28? 

the requazt for interim relief ~ras submitted. Further hearings are 

to be held concerning the proposed greater increases. 

Petitioners point out that increased costs have resulted 

i~ various upward adjustments of the minimum rates and charges; that 

J. Hore specifically? first second, third and fourth class rates, the 
class ratos ordinar~ly appiic~ble to less-truckload transportation~ 
but applying to some trucl{load. hauling, and commodity rates subj cct 
to minimum'll/eights of less than 20,000 pounds per shipmel1.t~ are pro
p08e~ to be raised by 13 percent. Fifth clas: and Class A, B, C, D 
and E rates, the truclcload c10.::; s rates, and COIi'.nlodi ty rates subj ect 
to minimum wCigh'i;s of 20,000 or more, are proposed to be raised by 17 
percent. The oil 1'iel6. rates on "v!hich an l8-percent increase is 
~ou~ht are specific !','l'Ces set forth in Item J-Jo. 720-E of Tariff No .. 2. 
The re::mining rates Cl.nd charces on \'.'hich a 13-perccnt increase is . 
applied for are minimum per-shipment charges and various accessorial 
service rates and charges. 
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less-truckload rat~s have not been adjusted since April 2, 19?1; an~ 

that truckloa~ rates, except rail-competitive rates, have not been 
:2 

~nereased suosequent to AUgust 1, 1948. They assert that meanwhile 

carrier costs, and par~icu~arly wages, have continued to rise. In-

creases in wage costs culminated in furthor substantial wage in

c~eases effective May 1, 1952. This development precipitated the 

request. for t.he emergency interim rate increase of 9 percent. 

Petitioners urge that the carriers' need for additional 

:-evenues is so acute that they cannot await completion of the full 

record covering the proposed greater in,creo.ses. They re'luest that 

~te 9-percent interim rate increase be made effective for ~ ninety-

c.D-Y p-=riod during which time they anticipate the full record on the 

p:'oposed higher increases will be cornplet~d. In connection with 

~he sought interim ~dj~stment, p~titioncrs request such relief from 

~he long and short haul provisions of th~ State Constitution and the 

?ublic Utiliti~s Code os :is il1-"olved in ttle :)roposec. rate c:'liln.:;ez; and on . ./' 

b-=hCllf of COll"Jnon carriers which file thoair tariffs with the Commission, 

?ctitioners seek ~uthority to dstablish the increase on less than 

st.atutory notice: and relief from tariff circular rules ~oy~rning the 

!iling of t~riffSt as w011 as authority to 8stablish corresponding 

:':1cr·';:3,ses 0:1 com:nodi ti cs not covered ,by Tariff No. :2 but on which 

-:r..ey have maintained. their rates on, the, Tari·f.f No.2 rate levels. 3 
,) 

IIw • " 

The decisions in -:he proceeding establishing genera.l increases in 
"' : .... 

rr:ini:::u.-n rates and charges are: 39004, 46 C.R.C. 4$6 (1946); 39945, 
47 Cal.?u.c. 136 (1947); 40557, 47 Cal.P.U.C. 353 (1947); 41768,48: 
Cal-?u.c. 171 (19l.!.S); 43462, 49 C.:l1.P.U.C. 1$6 (1949); 440'3'7/ 50 Cal. 
P.U.C. 8 (1950)j ~nd 45429, 50 Cal.P.U.C. 493 (1951). DeCisions Nos. 
~3462, 44637 ~nd 45429 did not increase truckload rates.' 
~ 
~ 

!he long ~nd short haul requirements are contained in Article XII, 
Section 21 of the Constitution and in Section 460 of the Code; the 
statutory notice is the 30~day prOvision-contained in Section 491 of 
t~e Code; and the tariff filing regul~tioris are those set forth in 
T~:,iff Circular No. 2 and in General Order No. gO. 
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The Commission views an interim increase as"an emergency 

~easure, applicable only in the instance where the minimum fin~ncial 

obligations of th~ utility c~nnot be met prior to the establishment 

of definitive rates.,,4 The first determinations to be m\lde are there

fore th~ financial posi~ion of the carriers affected by the minimum 

rates in q~estion ~nd whether their position is such that it justi-

fies emergency rate treatment. 

Petitioners submitted ~xhibits disclozing the operating 

results of 102 carriers for the c~lendar ye~r 1951 by six-month 

?~riods and of 96 of the same group of carriclr~ for which operating 

r~sults were available for the first quarter of 1952. These over-all 

operating r~sults are shown in the table which follows: 

:... 

rtevznues 

T~ble 1 - Unadjusted Over-all Operating 
Results~ 102 C3rriers 

J6.nuary 1 
through 

June 30,1951 

~38,230,633 

36 z912,3S6 

~ 1,318,247 

96.55% 

July 1 January 1 
through through 

Dec.amb-=r 31,1951 March 31,1952# 

~4J J 152 J 514 

42,247,362 

$ 905,152 

97.90% 

$20 ,067,513 

20,241,330 

$ (173 z 817) 

100 .. $7% 

---- ) .- Indicates loss. 

):' Before provision for income taxes; income 
taxes not calcul~ted by petitioners. 

# For th~ 96 carri~rs for which information 
Wo.s available. 

DeCision No. 45653 in App1ic~tion No. 31614 of Coast Counti~s Gas 
~nd Electric Company (50 C~l.P.U.C. 580-5$6 (1951)). 
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F~titioncrs ~lso submitted an exhibit in which ~hey ad

justed revenues and expens~s for th~ last six months of 1951 to 

give effect to certain subsequent ra~e and cost increases. The 

rev~nue sdjustm~n~ involv~s th~ 6~p~rcent increase in competitive 
, . 

~ruckload rates of highw~y c~rriers which corresponded with the 

6-percent increase in r~ilroad c~rload commodity rates made effec-
, 5 

t,iv~ Jo.nuary 14: 1952~ The projected expense figures reflect the 

higher wages, including the increased wages negotiated to become 
I 

effective May 1, 19521 and the higher taxes on fuel (gasoline and 

diesel oil), and adjustmen~s to make provision for compensation for 

O~T.ers who did not pay themselves salaries ,for services rendered in 

their operations.6 Petitioners' witness who presented the operating 

result exhibits testified that S6.67 percent of the aggreg~te reve-

::ues of 'the carriers studied was derived from the general commodity 

traffic here under c onsi deration. He also testified that 17 percent /' 

of the a~ount of his e5tim~te for wage increases included raises 

which r~quired approval of the Wage Stabilization Board before they 

may be paid carrier employees. The table which follows shows pro

sp~ctive operating results under the present rates and under the 

proposed 9~percent interim increase in rates and charges based on 

carrier experience for the last six months of 1951 with ~he above-

discussed adjustments. 

5 
See Decisions NOS. 46572 of Dccemb0r 18, 1951, in Application No. ,/ 

32219, and L:·6672 of January 22, 1952, in CD-5e No. 4$08, covering the 
r~il and highway c~rrier rates, r~sp0ctively. 
6 
Gasoline taxes w\~re incr,zased one-half cent per gallon, di(.!sel 
t~xes were increased two cents p~r'gallon. Sal~ries were comput~d 
0:: th~ oasis of ~500 p~r month for owner-driVers and 10 p~rc~nt 
abov~ driv~rst wagas but not to exceed ~650 per month for other 
operators managing their trucking operations. In one case, a 
~onthly s~lary of ~1,165 was reduced to ~600. 
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Taole 2 - Adju.sted Over-all Op,ero.ting Results, 
-JUly Ithrou;h December 31, 1951, 
~~Jj~Qt~S~ ________________ __ 

Revenues before adjustment 

Six percent 1ncre~sc in r~il 
competitive rates 

Nine percent propo3cd interim 
incrcn.sc 

Total of revenue adjustments 

Adjusted revenues 

Expenscs before ~djustrncnt 

~'!~ge incrc<lscs not rct:uiring 
t-i.S. B. approval 

Incre~sod fuel taxc3 and 
provision for o~mors' s~l~rics 

Provision for income tc.xes* 

Total of expensc adjustments 

Adjustcd oxpenses 

N0t Income 

Opcr~ting ratio* 

Undcr 
Prescnt R3.tQs 

. . 

$294,574 

$ti·3 ,t:.l.r7 ,088 

$42,247,362 

$1,294,938 

201,51+9 

-.. 
~1,496,487 

$43,743,849 

($296,761) 

100.68% 

(- ) - Indicates loss 

1'/i th Pro'Ooscd 
9~ RaJa IUcr.opsQ 

294 ,574 

2,224 ,167 

~3,218,741 

$46,371,255 

~42 ,247,362 

201,549 

~~ 

$2,838,925' 

$45,086,287 

$1,284?968 

97.23% 

* As hereinbefor.e !j'Cc.t'':1d, income to.xC's were not 
c:l.lcul~tc:d by r.oJ.;~1.tionQrs. In connectiOl'l ,.,r1th 
the ndjustcd :::-esul ts ,roj ected uno,er thi;! proposed 
9-pcrccnt incrc:,.'I,se, income tc.:i=CS h~ve been 
co.lcu.lr\ted on the cOT'Ooration bo.sis .:lnd the 
indicated operating r;tio is after provision 
for these-taxes on thnt b.:lsis. 

Tables 1 C1.nd 2 show tho.t on the vhole the opcro.tiol1s of 

the 102 c<lrricrs studied \'IOrC less profitC'.b1c during the l<lst six 

.months of 1951th:m during tho f:Lrst six months of tl1at yeer and 

thnt at current rnte ilnd co~t :cvcls these carriers in the aegrcgntc 

would not ho.ve had 8t:.fficicnt revenues to cover their costs for 

the l~tter half of 1951. Table 1 also shows that, for the first 

qu~rter of 1952, 96 of the 102 cn.rri'crs exporienced an over-all loss 

frC':J1 operations. Although IJot~.t:tonl:-rs did not c~lc1.11nte t!~c effect of 
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subse~uent wage increases, they contend, and it is evident, that the 

wage adjustments effective May 1, 1952, had they been in effect 

during the first three months of this year would have made the opcr

~ting loss considerably more severe. 

The witness who presented petitioners' financial showings, 

a member of the associations' standing rate committee, and representa

tives of various individual carriers all said that the operating 

~esults disclosed by the studies and depicted in Tables 1 and 2 

ur.derstate the gravity of the carriers r financial situation. 

The witnesses eXplained that reductions in revenues 

attributable to decreases in constructive mileages used in determin~ 

ing rates, effective January 1, 1952, had not been given effect in 
. 7' 

adjusting the 1951 operating results. Tbe decreased mileages, they 
, ' 

said, ,affected principally carriers operating in the San Francisco 

Bay area and in northern California north and cast of that area. An 

exhibit dealine with the op~rations of one such carrier shows that 

54 percent of its over-all revenues was affccted by the decreased 

mileages, that the reduction in revenues amounted to some 5-1/3 

percent of its affected r~venues and about 3 percent of its over-all 

revenue, and that an increase in Highvlay Carriers' Tariff No.2 

rates of approximately 3-1/3 perce~t would be necessary to offset 

the decrease resulting from the mileage adjustments. Other carriers, 

their representatives testified, had experienced reductions in rates 

~nd revenues. In an extreme case a rate reduction was s~id to amount 

to 17 percent. 

The projections of increased costs, petitioners t witnesses 

testified, do not give full effect to the higher expenses which the . 
carriers must meet. For example, they referred to the upward 

'? 
See DeciSion No. ~6022, 51 Cu1.P.U.C. 3 (1951). 
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adjustm~nts in ~alarics for ~upervisory nnd offlce ~crsonnel which 

they have already ma.de or w:t11 be required to make following the 

wage adjustments for drivers and other eoployees covered by the wage 

agreements. Carrier ,.,i thesses said tha. t other costs, inc'l'Uding 

insurance and fuel costs, had continued to rise. Other wage agree

~ents, they said, must be ren€gotlated in the near 'future and further 

'.fage increases are in immed1,~tc prospect. Additionally, petitioners' 

vritncsscs \{ho had partiCipated in the negotiations leading up to the 

~ray 1, 1952 increases said that it is antic1pnted that the 1.}age 

Stabilization Board will approve the 17 percent of that total . 

increase which requires the Board's approval. 

The rate committee member and officials of various carriers 

assorted thnt the carriers cannot continue to lose money and meet 

their obligations to provide service. OnE) of them said thai: his 

concern would have to "fold up" within another two months if rate 

relief 1s not forthcoming. 

Witnesses from the Coomission's Transportation Department 

calculated· that the wage increases put into effect since January 1, 

1952, not including tl'le inCr0aS(!S requiring Vlage Stabilization Board 

approval, have raised the carriE~rs' costs by amounts ranging from 

2.8 to 8 percent, depending UPO!l the l¢calities involved and upon 

the · .... eiehts of the shi:pments and the distances they are transported. 

From all of t~e foregoing it is clear that the financial 

position of the group of 102 carriers is critical. The record shows 

that these carriers \'/ero sol~ctcd to afford a typical cross-section 

of highway carriers of general commodities. It also shO'irs th.at 

a. ttention ",as given to including all types of ca.rriers - la.rg(~ and 

small - less-truckload and truckload - long-haul and short-haul _ 

common and permitted (contract and radial) •. It shows further' that 

the revenue and expense data were gathered and checked by petitioners' 
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personnel and that steps were taken to guard ago.instincorrect 

and misleading information bEling supplied or used. Exhibits 

presented by the ~ritnesses who developed the operating results 

indicate that generally similar operating results were attained 

regardless of' the type of operation or the operating authority under 

which it was conducted. Geographically, these ~xhibits show that 

for the last half of 1951 the northern carriers achieved. a more 

favorable ove~-all operating result than the southern carriers, but 

that in the first quarter of 1952 this situ~tion was reversed. 

It appears, therefore, that for the purposes of this 

interim rat<3 increa.se proposal the operating results of the 102 

carriers ma.y reasonably be considered as typical of high\oJ'ay carrier 

operations generally in hauli:ng commoditi€:s subject to Hig,nway 

Carriers I Tariff No.2 rates and charges. 

With regard to rail rates, the record shows that higher 

less-carload and carload class rates the railroads formerly 

~ainta:ined were voluntarily rl~duccd to the 10\'Ter less-truckload a.nd 

truckload high'vlay carrier rate levels because the force of competi-

tion req\'!ired such action. The recol."d also shows that in the pick'll}, / 

and delivery services involved in less-carload rail operations the 

~ailroads arc subject to the same wage ag~eomonts and other costs . 

as the highway carriers. It shows further tha.t in line-haul oper

ations rail wages and other costs o! materials and supplies have 

been subj ected to marked incr~~3.ses. An exhibit presented 'by tl1e 

rail lines discloses that the over ... all (intrastate and intcrstat~) 

net operating income of tho r"ur majo: California railroads for 

1951 azounted to S160,374,406;i that their aggregate investment 

was S:. 707 ,651,291; and that the resulting rate of return vIas 

4.33 percent. 
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The Commission has previously found that in the less-car .. 

load and less-truckload field the highway carriers are the "rate

:::akingll carriers. No different conclusion C4ppears ",arranted here. 

~:ith respect to c~rloo.d rail class rates, a rate and traffic witness 

for the rail line::: so.id that, ,\;,rhile the volume of thei!' California / 

bUSiness undcr such ro.tcs "'o.s not relatively important, in view of 

the co~petitively depressed carload class rate structure and the 

rel?tive1y 10'" rate of return, the railroads desired to establish and 

needed increased rates corresponding "'i th the proposed high,,,o.y carrier 

ro.te incrcuse. The high"!ay and rail carriers o.greed tho.t neither 

could raise their r~tes "!ithout corresponding -action by the other 

because oi the strength of competitive influences. The rails seek 

such authority a~ ·is necessar~r to estllb1ish iI .. creo.ses correspond.ing 

v:::" ~h high,,:o.y cc.rrier incr cnses. Carload commocli ty r~tes, which cover 

the bulk of the carloo.d traffiC, are not involved. Class rates, car

load and less-c.:lrloo.d, ,-:ere not .:ldjustcd on Janu::.ry ll.t-, 1952 I when 

the r.:lil commodity rates ";el'G increased by 6 percen~. 

A tro.ffic consultant represe~1ting 0. group of northern 

California s~ipper~ protested the ero.nting of any increase. The 

shippers 1 he clo.imec:., could. not pass on the hig~'ler costs -",hich would 

result from increased transportation cho.r3es. He said further thnt 

hisher r.:ltes 'ould curtnil the co.l'ricl's' busines s o.nC: reduce their 

revenues. He claimed th.:>.t there is needless duplication of currier 

service o.nd of carrier facilities. 

Another northern California shipper urged thc.t the blo.nket 

9-percent increase proposo.l be rejected. Insteo.d~ he recofillnGndcd 

th.::..t the increased cost~ cxperienced b:' the cc.rricrs be off~ct by 

incrco.sir~g minimum per-shipment char3c~ atJ.d first class lcss-truck-

load rates by 15 percent. Other 1ess-t:uck1oad rato~, he sc1d,should 
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be raised by usinG the usu~l relationships to first class rates. Less

truckload rates, he aS5crtcd, ~re more s~nsitiv0 to wage changes. On 

trucklo~d traffic he proposed no rate increase but recomoended that 

penalty charges for delays be established to expedite loading and 

unloadil~ operations and thus reduce truckload costs of the c~rriers. 

Representatives of three producers .:1.nd distributors of 

soaps, detorgents and cle~~ing compounds opposed increased rates for 

the tr~nsport~tion of their products. They s~id thot the record L'lC1.de 

docs not establish the need for increased rates for the transportation 

o! these commodities, that hieher transportation charecs cannot be 

offset by higher prices, and that advances in rates would result in 

loss of traffic to the c2rriers. 

Numerous other shi,per representatives entered appearances 

~s interested parties ~nd many of them assisted in the development of 

the !'ecord by examination of the various wi tnes::·es. 

In a separate petition in this proccedine the rates on beer. 

~~d malt liquors are under further conSideration. Petitioner, the 

C~lii'ornia State Brevicrs Institute, urges that these rates l'lOt be made 

subject to the interio increase. 

It is abundantly clc~r that tho carriers of general com

!nodi ties are in in'.:nediatc need of increased rcvcn'1;.Cs. '\·}ages constitute 

an important elel~cnt of their total cost~. They have regularly pur

~u0d collective bargaining procbdures and settled for wage rates 

::late!'ial1y lower than those demal'lded by their employees at the outset 

of' the negotiations. Other carrier costs have like't'11se been increased. 

The pressure of these cost increases on the'rate structure requires 

that the rate levels be increased. On an emergency interim basis 

the sought 9-perccnt general increase in m1nim~~m rntcs ha.s been sho~rn 

to be necessary to meet the pressing and immediate revenue requirements 
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of the' c.::.rriers. &'1 ~dju$tnlent of this character r.tlJst necessarily be 

made ~.long bror..d lin.es. All traffic and all commodi tics must be.J.r 

t~cir zh~re of the incroQse necessary to meet this emergency situa-

tion.. The Shipper protests ViII, therefore, be overruled and their 

counter-proposnls not adopted at this time. The rCl.il li~lcs "'ill be 

authorized to establish a like increase in their carload class rates. 

Long and short haul relief and short notice anc tariff circular reliet 
; 

will be grante~. The adjustment will bo authorized for the ninety-clay 

period sought and bce~use of its terr.pora~y nature the increase will be 

established as a surcharge. Tho increase Vli11 be made effective 

June 24, 1952, thc earliest day which will permit printing, filing 

anti distribution of tariffs. 

The foregoing opinion has not discussed all of the evidence 

p:esentcd ~t the six d:::.ys of hcarir.:; in this matter. All of this 

evidence insofar as it relates to the 9-pcrcent cmergency increase 

proposal has been carefully considered. 

In rc~ching our conclusions we recognize that ~ bl.o.n1cet 

::'ate adjustment of the character of this surcharge cannot give the 

!?t"clse effect to costs, competitive conditions, rate relationships 

~nd other rate-making considerations that is deSirable and necessary 

::'n ::.o.tters of less ur~:cncy. The authorized adjustment is a temporary 

one. All intcrcst~d p~rticz will be eiv~n full opportunity to present 

f~lly the facts ~nd cl~cumstances on ~hich they may rely to support 

further chan.ges in the rate structure. \':0 urge that they participate 

in thc further hcarir~s. 

Upon consideration of all of tho facts and circumstances of 

record we ar~ of th~ opinion and hercby find thrl. t tho interim omcr

r;c: .. cy increase proposed by petitioners haS boen sho\o:n to be justified. 

Accordingly, the pcti tion \>'il1 bc granted. 
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Q,BQgB. 

Based on the evidence of reccrd and on the conclusions 

and !indil~s set forth in the preceding o~inion, 

IT IS rIEREBY ORDERED that Eighvay Carriers' Tariff No.2 

(Appendix "D" to Decision No. 31606 ~s amended) be and itis hereby 

further amended by incorpor.:tting the~,.'ein to become effective June 24, 

1952, Supplement I~o. 17, at'~a.ched hereto o.nd by this reference made 

a part hereof; th3t commOl1 carriers subject ,to the Public Utilities 

Act, includinz common carriers by railroad with respect to their 

less-carload rates and charges zubject to said Decision No. 31606, 

as amcnded, be and they are hereby authorized and directed to estab ... 

lish in thai: tariffs the incr~ases nccessa~y to conform with the 

further adjustment h0rein of that decision; that said common carri'crs 

:e and they arc hereby authorized to establish in their tariffs 

i:lcreases in class rates and charges il1 connection "'ith the transpor

tation of cor.~oditics for which minimum rates have not been estab-

lished by tho Commission and in connection with cOjr.nloditics on which 

the co~~on carriers mai~tain rates on class rate levels higher than 

the applicable minimum con~odity rates, but that such incr8azes shall 

·00 no greater in vohmlC and effect tha.n the corresponding class rate 

i!'l.ereases established herein; and that carrir:xs by railroad be and 'they ./' 

aro hereby authorized to cstuJlish in th~ir tariffs increases in 

their carload class rates corrcspondins \,;i th, tho increases in Highway 

Carriers' T~~iff No.2 rates and charges. 

IT IS EEREBY FURT:IER ORDERED that tariff publications 

requi:,cd or authorized to be mado by common carriers as a result-or 

the order heroin may be made effective on not less than one (1) dayfs 

notice to t.h~ Commission a.nd 'Co the public. 

-13" 



• 
SU'PPtEMENT' NO. 17, 

(Supp1em~nts No~. 14? 15, 16 and 17 contain all changes) 

TO 

HIGffilAY CAR.'UER$'T' TARIFF NO.2· 

NAl1ING 

MIND-ruM RATES, RULES AND REGULA.TIO~ 

,FOR THE 

miliSPORTATION OF PROPERTY OVER THE 

PUBLIC HICH\~AYS vlITRIN THE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

BY 

RADIAL HICHWAY COMMON' CARRlrn5 
HIGHWAY CONTRACT CARRIERS 

AND 

I 
HOUSEHOLD GOODS CARRIERS 

-----------t 
ITEM NO.1: o (1) AMENDl1E~"T OF SUPPLEHENT NO. 14 

Item No. B-2, Supplement No. 14, i~ amended by substituting therein 
1!t'Wcnty (20) pc:'cent" for "ten (10) percent."' 

:rmr NO.2: o (l) APPLICATION OF SURCH;.RCE 

(Applio~ only to rQto~ ~d ch~rgec not ~ubject to the surchargo provided 
in Item No. B-2 of Supp10ment No. 14, as amended by Item No. 1 of thio 
oupplcmcnt.) 

Except as otherwise provided compute tho amount of tho charges in 
accordanco with the r~tcc, rules and raBUlations of tho tariff. Increase 
the amo'Unt so computed by nine (9) po:,cont, dropping fractions of loss than 
one-half cent and increasing fraction~ of one-half co~t or greater to one cent. 

Thc provioionc of thio Ito~ 'Will not upply to co~n carrier ratoo Used 
~dcr the p:ovicions of Itc~ Nos. 200, 210, 220 Qnd 230 sorios. 

I 0 Increase, Dceidon No. 4.72;15 
1 __ <_l_)_E_xp_i_rc_s_'.t_i t_h_S_Cl=_-,tc_,m_t'or_2_4_J!_9_5_2,_un_l_o_s_s_s_o_o_nc_r_c_c'""l_c_C_l_Cd_'_C_M.n_S_O_d_o_r_o_xt_c_n_d_od_"-j. 

EFFECTIVE Juno 24, 1952 

Is suod 'by tho 
PUBLIC UTILITIES CO!,:f!.iISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

St~to Eui1ding, Civic Conter 
San Francisco, C~liforni~ 
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that common carriers be and 

they are hereby authorized to depart from ,the provisions of Article 

XII, Section 21, of the Constitution of the State of California, and 

Section 460 of the Public Utilities Code to the extent necessary to 

adj\~~t leng and short haul departures now m:lintained ·I..\nd~r out

standing authorizations ::.nd to depart from the provisions of Tariff 

CirculClr No. 2 and Genera.l Order No.SO to the extent necessary to 

co.rry out the effect of. the order heroin. 

This order shall become effective Juno 23, 19,2. 
. ,..f' 

~tod .:lot San Francisco, California, this '1.... day of 

Jur..c, 1952. 

Commissioners 


