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Decision No. 50556 -------
BEFORE THE PUBLIC u~ILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Y~tter of the Application ) 
of certain (Highway Carrier.s for· ) 
authority to perform transportation } 
and accessorial service at a lesser } 
rate than the minimums provided in ) 
Highway Carriers' Tariff No. $. ~, ) 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of certain @ighway Carriers for ) 
authority to" perform transportation) 
and accessorial service at a lesser ) 
rate than the minimums provided in ) 
Highway Carriers' Tariff No. S. . . ) 

In the Matter of the Investigation ) 
into the rates, rules, regulations, ) 
charges, allowances and practices ) 
of all common carriers, highway car-) 
riers and city carriers relating to ) 
the transportation of property in ) 
Los Angeles and Orange Counties ) 
(trans~ortation for which rates are ) 
provided in City Carriers' Tariff ) 
No. 4 - Highway Carriers' Tariff ) 
No.5). . ) 

In the ~~tter of the Investigation' ) 
into the rates, rules, regulations, ) 
charges, allowances and practices ) 
of all common carriers, highway car-) 
riers and city carriers relating to ) 
the transportation of fresh or green) 
fruits and vegetables and related ) 
items (commodities for Which rates ) 
are provided in Highway Carriers" ) 
Tariff No. $). ) 

Application No. 35074 

Application No. 35227 

Case No. 5435 

Case No. 543$ 

(For appearances see Appendix nAn) 
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OPINION -._--_ ..... --

Applications Nos. 35074 and 35227 were filed on behalf of 

twenty carriers engaged in the transportation of fruits and vege­

tables to produce markets in Los Angeles from farms and ranches of 

approximately 375 growers in Los Angeles and Orange Counties. By 

their applications the carriers seek authority to assess lesser 

rates for this transportation t~~ the applicable minimum rates 

specified in Highway Carriers t Tariff No. S. They allege that the 

minimum rates are excessive in relation to the cost of service and 

place an undue burden upon tho growers ~d upon the public generally_ 

Because of the apparent \f.Ldespread public interest in the proceed­
ings, a hearing wns ordered oy the Commission in Case ~o. 54~5 to 

determine whether i~ the circumstances special min~um rates £or 

the transportation should be established.1 I 
The hearings in Case No. 5435 and of the applications 

were held on a consolidated record before Examiner C. S. Abernathy 

at Los Angeles on August 11 and 121 1954. Evidence was submitted 

for applicants by the president of the Los Angeles Local Produce 

Association whose members include carriers transporting in excess 

of 90 percent of the produce involved herein. Evidence was 

presented also by a transportation engineer and by a rate expert 

of the CommiSSion's staff, by Witnesses called on behalf of the 

Los Angeles County Farm Bureau and the California Farm Bureau 

Federation, and by the president of Southern California Freight 

Lines, a highway common carrier operating generally throughout 

southern California. The hearings in this phase of Case No. 543', 

/ 

, ... 
Case No. 5438 was not scheduled for hearing. / 
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were concluded. However, pending issuance of the Commission's 

decision in that proceeding, tho applications were r~ovod from 

the Commission T s he.:.ring cJ.lendD.%' at .:lppJ.1eants,t rCtques.t'~ 

AccordL~g to the allegations and eviaence of applicant 

c~riers, the transportation services involved herein are performed 

ur.der circumstances which permit operatL~g economies not applicable 

tc the transportation of tru~ts and vegetables, generally. The 

csrriers confine their operations to areas which are relatively 

lini ted in size. ~vi thin these area.s they work closely in coopera-

t!on with their tarmer cus.tomers. Because ot the 11m! ted scope ot 
tleir pickup areas and because of their relationships with the 

t~mers, they are able to obtain shipments &ad to dispatch and 

l.:lad their vehicles with a minimum amount' of expense. At the 

mtrkets their drivers perform the unloading services Whereas other 

c9.rriers whose operations are not conf~d to local produce hauling 

~st engage the services of unloaders, a. f4ct wh1ch adds materially 

~o the operating costs ot ~ose carr1ers. 

Applicants' witness testified that until approx1mately 

a year ago the rates which were being assessed tor tho transportation 

i.nvol ved l'lerein were less than those na:ned in Highway Carriers t 

Tariff No.· 8. At that t:tme 'the carriers became a.ware of the 

minimum rate requirements and have assessed the1r charges accordfngly~ 

As one of the applicant carriers, the witness asserted that since he 

has been charging the rates prescribed by Highway Carriers T Tariff 

No. 8 he has experienced a suostantial loss o£ busines3. He said 

that farmers have diverted m~~y of their shipments to processing 

plants, which. movements are not subject to the minimum ra.tes; that 

al30 a considerable volume ot proprietary hauling has devoloped 

either by carriers who buy their prodUce at the farms and sell it at 
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the markets or by the mar~ets which buy directly from the farms 

and transport their produce in their own vehicles. He urged the 

establishment of reduced rates to enable the oarriere to meet the 

unregulated and the proprietary competition. As between the 

granting or the specitic authority sought 1n Applications Nos. 

35074 and 3$227 and the establisnoent ot a special seale of minimUM 

rates which would be available to all carriers, he preferred the 

latter. 

The Commission engineer introduced the results of a 

study which he had made to a::ocerta.in the costs of the specific 

services involvod herein. He reported that the local produce 

hauling may be done at CO&ts substantially below the costs of 

produce ha.ulers generally. Reasons Which he gave for the lower 

costs are that the drivers in the local service receive wages which 

are less than the wages pa.id drivers of other produce oarriers, 

that in tho local service the driver: ~ay unload their vehicles, 

and that the vehicles which transport the produce to the markets 

may be loaded in the fields whereas in other produce hauling it 

is commvnly necessary to load the produce in pickup trucks and 

subsequently transfer it at the terminals to line-haul vehicles. 

He said" furthermore" that trade practices in t~e handling of 

produce locally permit commingling of several shipments of the 

~ome items without the nece.ssity or subsequent segrega.tion by 

spocific lot in making deliveries. 'l'his method or handling, he 

explained" permits more e,xpedi tious and economical unloading than 

can be attained ~ usual circumstances where the shipments in the 

loads must be segregated by shipper and by consignee. In the 
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following table the costs which the engineer determined·to be 

applioable for various lengths or haul in looal service a,.:'e set 

forth with the rates in Highway Carriers r Taritt No. 8 ~or 

comparable distances: 

Miles 

15 
25 
40 

Costs and Rates in Cents per 100 Pounds 

2,000 
M1n:imum We i:to t 

18,000 Any 4,000 10, 00 
Q.uantity Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds 
(A) (B) (A) (B) CA) (B) CA) (B) CA) (B) - -
35.4 70 28.7 t~ 25.7 f3 22.t 26.5 20.1 2l 
If· 72 31.3 28.3 25. 28.5 22.6 23 

.9 75 34.7 49 31.6 46 28.8 31.5 26.0 26.5 

(A) Costs, exclusive of allowance tor profit. 
(B) Present minim~ rates. 

The rate expert submitted and explained proposed rate 

scales which he had devoloped upon the basis of the engineer's 

oosts and fran field studies which he had made of the carriers' 

and shippers' practices. He said that these scales were designed 

to compensate the carriers tor the costs of the services performed 

and ~rovide a reasonable profit. Three scales of rates were 

proposed by the rate witness: 

(A) Rates stated L"l cents per 100 pounds. 

(B) Rates stated in cents per 100 pounds but 
providing an alternative that charges could be 
assessed on a per-container basis providing that the 
resul tant charges could be not less tha...'"l the charges 
on the 100-po~"la basis. 

(C) Rates stated in cents per container. 

Of the three he preferred the scale of rates in cents per 100 pounds 

without the alternative provisions. He said that transportation 

ra.tes traditionally aro quoted in cents per 100 pounds. For this 

rea.son he tel t that they could be properly a.dopted in the present 
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instance. He was of the opinion, moreover, that there would be 

certain advantages under such a scale in the ease of observance of 

those rates. 

It is clear from the record herein that the present rates 

named in Highway Carriers' Tariff No. S are higher than necessary 

to return the costs of the transportation and allowance for reason­

able profit for the particular specialized services herein inVOlved~ 

Although no allowance for profit is included in the costs set forth 

in the foregoing table, it is evident that even with ample pro­

vision therefor in order to arrive at a basis of reasonable rates, 

the resultant figures would be less than the rates now applicable. 

It appears that a lesser scale of rates for the traffic involved 

should be established not only to provide more reasonable charges 

but also to enable the carriers to retain and to recover traffic 

being diverted from them because of the present tariff proviSions. 

Since the record herein reflects the circumstances under 

which virtually all of the produce moving locally to the Los Angeles 

markets is transported, it appears that. establishment of a specific 

scale of minimum rates for this traffic is justified. This course 

of action, it is noted, is preferred by the parties to Applications 

Nos. 35074 and 35227 to granting of the special authority sought 

by them. The other parties to the proceeding apparently were in 

similar agreement. 
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rlega.rding t.."'e form of the rates to be established" the 

mar~er of publication, and various other ~atters" there were certain 

diveraities of viewpoint. These will be discUS30d horeinafter. 

Form of' the Rates 

The preference of the rate witness for rates stated in 

cents per 100 pounds had the support of the witness for the Southern 

California Freight ~ines who testified that his experience had been 

that a rate scale in cents per 100 pound3 is a more definite basi3 

of'rates. Although. the computation of' transportation charges on a 

basis of rates in cents per 100 po~~ds entails the ascertainment 

of the weights of the shipments, the witness testified that 

this determ1nation involves no particular problems. In support of 

this conclusion he asserted that the railroads have handled shipments 

of fruits and vegetable3 on a weight basis for years. He said that 

the w~ights which the railroads use are on a contaL~er basis, and 

that these weights are arrived at by a sampling process which 

permits appropriate adjustments of the container weights to refloct 

changes in density of packs. 

On the other hand the position o~ the ~os Angeles County 

Farm Bureau and the California Farm Bureau Federation was that rates 

should be established on a package l:Jr containe::- basis. According 

to witnesses called by these farm c):-ganizations, all tra.~sactions 

involving t~~ marketing or tresh fruits and vegetables, with a few 

minor exceptions l are on a package or conta~er basis. In order to 

confor.m with the practices of the trade tho representative of the 

farm organizations urged that the Comcission adopt the scale of rates 

recommended by the rate witness setting forth oharges in cents per 

container. 
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The position of the carriers who are engaged in the trans­

portation directly involved herein was that the proposal of the rate 

witness which per:itted alternation of 100-pound rates with contaL~er 

rates should be adopted. They stated that such a scale would meet the 

necessities tor a s1mpli£ied basis or charges and that the necessary 

weight determinations could be made without too much difficulty. 

They tool~ exception to the container rate scale proposed by the rate 

witness because they said that the differencesbetwe,en the charges for 

the various size cont~iners were so great that the shippers' would not 

observe them. In this connection it is noted that there is as much 

as 50 percent variation between the rates which the witness proposed 

for containers weighing less than 30 pou.."lds a."ld tor. those we1gh1ng 

more than 30 pounds. 

It appears that the proposal of the rate wi~~ess which 

permits the alternation of container rates with the lOO-pound rates 

should be preferred inasmuch as it retains the advantages inherent 

1n the weight bacis of assessing charges yet permits the carriers 

to assess ~~ges in confo~ity with the practices of the trade. 

A~ to the procedures to be tollowod in arriving at the weights to be 

used under this rate scale~ it appears appropriate to restate the 

Commissionts conclusions in Decision No. 43301, dated September 13~ 

1949~ in Case No. 4808 dealing with the deter~tion of weights of 

shipments of fresh fruits and vegetables: 

-8-
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"A require.z:ent that transportation charges be 
based upon actual gross weight does. not necessarily 
mean that every package =ust be physically pass~d over 
seales. Accurate scales~ when they are available and 
their use is practical~ will of course provide the best 
=ethod of determL~1ng shipping weights. The weig.~t of 
a shipment consisting or a considerable n~ber of sub­
stantially identical packages may be determined with 
reasonable accuracy by weighing a sufficient number of 
the packages. Where t.O.ere are a number of shipments or 
s~ilar packages~ the sacpling method ~ay be·extended~ 
it necessary~ without actually weighL~g a sample tram 
each separate shipment. The method of determining the 
woight, whether by scaling~ san;pl1ng~ or otherwise~ may 
best be decided by the carrier according to the particu­
lar circumstances encountered at the time. If 

Por.m or Publication and Application of Rates 

Zne rate witness recommended that the rates be published 

in City Carriers' Tariff J.\O. 4 - H18').lway Carriers' Tariff No. S 
and that they be made subject to the rules and regulations therein. 

Ee further recommended that the rates be ~de applicable to all 

transports. tion of tresh fruits a.."ld vegetables between points in 

an area generally consisting of the ~os Angeles E~sin and Orange 

County, which area he designated as ~os Angeles ~ocal ~roduce 

Xerritory. 

If the roc~~endations of the rate witness in these 

reS?ects Were adopted~ various important provisions relating to 

movements of truits and vegetables in the area would be affected. 

For example~ present provisions which exempt the transportation of 

fruits and vegetables to processing plants from application of the 

minimum rates would not apply and such ~ovements would be made 

subject to the rates which the rate witness would have established. 

These changes appear to go further than the original intent of the 

rate witness who said that the primary objoctive o~ hi~ stud1es and 

recommendations was to arrive at a reasonable basis or rates £or the 
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traffic directly involved herein and not to make changes in the 

provisions affecting other traffic. 

To el1minate these objections to inclusion of the rates 

in City Carriers t 'l'ar1ff J.~o. 4 - Highway Carriers' Tariff No. S~ the 

ro.w witness suggested as an alternative proposal that the rates be 

included in nighway Carriers' Tariff No.8. This proposal had the 

support of the witness for ~outhern California Freight Lines who 

po1nted out that the mintmum rates of the Co.cmission for the trans­

portation of fruits and vegetables have heretofore been maintained 

in a single tariff. He said that for 'pu.~oses of simplicity this 

practico should be continued. Similar views were expressed 'by 

counsel tor the Motor Truck Association of Californ1a_ In view of 

these several circumstances it appoars that the al ternat1ve proposal 

of the rate witness with re~ect to publication of the rates in 

~ighway Carriers' Tariff ~o. 8 should be adopted. 

The recommendation of the rate expert that his proposed 

rates be made applicable to tran~portation between all points within 

the deSignated Los Angeles Local iroduce Territory is a modification 

ot his initial proposal which limited the applieation of the rates 

to shipments delivered to areas in which the prinCipal produce 

terrr.inals in Los Angeles are located. The enlargement of his 

initial proposal was made ea) to include certain substantial 

receivers ot fruits and vegotables whose plants are located to the. 

south of the pI'esent produce markets and (b) to avoid violations of 

constitutional and statutory prohibitions against assessing greater 

charges tor the transportation or like property tor shorter than tor 

a longer distance over the same route in the same direction. 
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Fram testimony ot tho witness tor the carrier applicants, 

it appears that a destination territory consisting of an area 

generally within a five-mile radius of the produce terminals 

loeated in the vicinity of the intersection of Central Avenue and 

Olympic Boulevard" Los Angeles would. include all of the principal 

receivers of the produce shipments 1nvolved herein. Extension ¢f 

the destination territory beyond these limits is not supported by 

the evidence of record. Although limitation of the rates which the 

rate witness recommended to deliveries within such a destination 

territory would result in the application of higher rates named in 

Highway Carriers' Tariff No. 8 to deliveries to 1nter.mediate pOints, 

it appears that the 'W'lderlying circumstances are of such speCial 

nature that they justify authorization of departures .fran the 

constitutional and statutory provisions reterred to hereinabove. 

Empty Containers 

The rates which were proposed by the rate witness inclUde 

the delivery of e~pty" secondhand conta~~ers, returned from an 

outbound pay1ng load or forwarded tor a return paying load. 

respect th~ rates differ from those in Highway Carriers' Tariff No.8 

which provides a specific rate scale for the movement of empty 

contair.Lers. In explanation of this aspect or his proposal the rate 

witness stated that h~ had found that only a small percentage of 

the ~ontainers Which the farmers use in packing their produce move 

in ror-hirc carriage. He asserted that the bulk of the movements 

are in proprietary tran.sportation service 1n which the carriers 

themselves buy the containers ~~d sell them to the tarmers. Because 

of these circumstances and because the engineer had not developed 
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a specific scale of costs tor the ~?ty contain~r movements, he 

constructed his rate proposals as indicated. 

The witness for ~outhern California Freight Lines took 

exception to this recommendation o~ the rate witness. He said in 

effect that if it were adopted the carriers would be required to 

engage in involved checking procedures in order to account for 

properly the containers which would be subject to the rates in 

Highway Carriers' Tar1!'!' No.8. To avoid this undeSirable result, 

he urged that the conta1ner rates be separately stated. 

The exceptions of the witness for Southern California 

Freight Lines are well rounded. In view of our conclusions here~ 

thAt the rates should be published in Highway Carriers' Tariff No.8, 

1t appears that the maintonance of two scales ot rates to govern the 

transportation ot fruits and vegetables in the same general area, 

one scale including the movement 01' empty containers and the other 

not would be unduly b-urdensoz:e and confusing to shippers and 

carriers alike. In adopting the proposal ot the rate witness as 

hereinbefore indicated, modifications will be made in the rates to 

exclude costs attributable to the ~~~sportation ot empty containers. 

Such movements will be made subject to the container rates in 

Highway Carriers' Tariff No.8. 

Minimum Charges per Container 

The carriers, parties to Applications ~os. 3$074 and 3$227, 

a~vocated that in the establishment of specific m1n~um rates tor 

the transpo~tat1on involved herein the following minimum charges per 

container be provided: 

FrUits or vegetables 
In lettuce crates, per crate 
In My other container 

-12-
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In justification of this proposal the carriers' witness said that 

in local transportation vegetables are often packed loo~ely 1n the 

containers ~~d that as a consequence ~~e tilled containers are 

relatively light in relation to ,the space which they occ~y in the 

vehicles. He said also that containers o~ some fruits such as 

berries are Snlall and light and req,uire extra. care and work 1n 

The minimum charges as above were urged as a means ror 

compensating the carriers equitably tor the serVices performed. 

A~1de tram proposing the foregoing charges, which asserted­

ly had been reached by agreement among~t themselves, the carriers 

did not submit evidence to establish the propriety of the specific 

charges. In the absence of such information it appears that the 

rocommendations of the carriers in this respect should not be 

adopted. S1."lce the rates to be established hereinafter are minimum 

in application only,tbo carriers are not precluded £rom assessing such 

minimum charges per container as they deem to be ~sasonably necessary 

under special circumstances to protect the volume of their revenues. 

One more matter wbich requires comment herein relates to 

a motion made on behalf of the Motor Truck Association of California 

that such order as may be issued in this phase ot Case No. 5435 be 

prescribed on an interim basis and that the matters involved be set 

for further hearing in conjunction with Case No. 5438. In support 

of this motion counsel for the iiiotor Truck Association of California 

pointed out that adoption of the rate proposals would have the effect 

of establishing an exception to the zr.1nimum rates in Highway Carriers r 

Ta:riff No.8. He e~ressed concern lest such action would result 

in unreasonable discrimination to both shippers and carriers outside 

of the areas for which reduced ratos would be established. He 

-13-
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argued that the rates should be considered in conjunction with those 

involved in Case No. 5438 in order that there be established a 

reaso;able and sound relationship of the rates to those in Highway 

Carriers' Tariff No. S. Although the arguments :for the motion have 

certain merit, no real benefit would be realized from limiting the~ 

duration of the rates to be prescribed. Insofar as the matter of 

discrimination is concerned, it is not apparent from the evidenc~ 

to what ex1:,ent, if a."'lY J undue discriz:lination would result under the 

lower rates. The rates appear justified by special circumstances 

which were shown to prevail in the areas involved. The evidence 

does not show that Similar conditions exist with respect to trans­

portation from other areas. On the contrary it appears generally 

that different and more adverse circumstances attend the transpor­

tation from other areas. The motion of the Motor Truck Association 

of California will be denied. / 
Upon careful consideration of the evidence adduced in this 

phase of Case No. 5435 1 the CommisSion is of the opinion and finds 

that the rates, rules and regulations established by the following 

order will provide just, reasonable ~"'ld nondiscriminatory minimum 

rates, rules and regulations for the transportation involved herein. 

Since such rates, rules and regulations constitute an exception to 

the minimum rates, rules and regulations applicable in accordance 

With the present provisions of Highway Carriers' Tariff No.8, 

appropriate modification of those provisions with respect to the 

transportation in issue will be made by order herein in Case No.543S. 

The tariff revisions substantially grant the relief sought by the 

applicants in Applications~Nos. 35074 and 35227. These applications 

therefore will be dismissed \>Tithout prejudice. 

" 
I 

)/ 
I 

By Decision No. 50156, dated June 1$, 1954, in Case No.5432, 

the definition of common carrier rate in Highway Carriers' Tariff No.2 

was amended to include interstate or foreign rail rates applicable to 
the transportation of agricultural commodities exempted from certain 
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rate r1egulation under the Interstate Commerce Act. Highway Carriers' 

Tariff No. S will be amended in a corresponding manner. 

In the interest of tariff simplification, the titles of 

Highway Carriers' Tariff No. $ and of City Carriers' Tariff No.4 _ 

Highway Carriers f Tariff No. 5 will be changed to Minimum Rate Tariff 

No. $ and Minimum Rate Tariff No.5, respectively. Also, in order 

to simplify references to other items and tariffs, there will be . -
provided by general rule in these tariffs that references to item 

numbers include references to such numbers with letter suffixes and 

references to tariffs include references to amendments and successive 

issues of such tariffs. 

Based upon the evidence of record, and upon the conclusions 

and findings set forth in the preceding opinion, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

1. That Highway Carriers' Tariff No. $ (Appendix "C" to 
DeCision No. 33977, as amended) be and it-is hereby 
further amended by changing the title thereof to 
Minimum Rate Tariff No.8, and' by incorporating therein, 
to become effective October 15, 1954, the revise~ pages 
attached hereto and listed in Appendix "1" also attached 
heret-o,1tw'hich pages and appendix by this reference are 
made a part hereof. 

2. That City Carriers' Tariff No. 4 ~ Highway Carriers' 
Tariff No. ~ (Appendix "A" of Decision No. 32504, as 
amended.) be and it is hereby further _. amended by 
changing the title thereof to Ydnimum Rate Tariff No. 5 
and by incorporating therein, to become e£fective 
October 15, 1954, the revised pages attached hereto 
and listed in Appendix "2" also attached hereto, which 
pages:andappendix by this reference are made a part 
hereof. 

3. That any 'reference in COmmiSSion orders or tariffs to 
Highway Carriers T Tariff No. $ shall also be deemed to 
be a reference to Minimum Rate Tariff' No. $. 

4;;., That any reference in Commission orders or tariffs to 
City Carriers' Tariff No. 4 - Highway Carriers' Tariff 
No.5, shall also be deemed to be a reference to 
Minimum Rate Tariff No.5. 
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5. That in all other respects the aforesaid Decisions 
Nos. ,32504 and 33977, as amended, shall remain in 
full force and effect. 

6~ That canmon carrier tariff publications required or 
authorized to be made as a result of the amendments 
herein of the aforesaid tariffs shall be made effec­
tive on or before October 15, 1954, on not less than 
five days' notice to the CommiSSion and to the public. 

7. 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 carry out the effect of the order 
herein. 

s. That the motio.n of the Motor Truck Association of 
California for limitation 'of the order herein to an 
interim basis be ~d it is hereby denied. 

9. That Application Nos. 35074 and 35227 be and they are / 
hereby dismissed without prejudice. 

This order shall become effective twenty days after the 

date hereof. 

Dated at San FranCisco, California, this -' /,pY-- day of ; 

SeptemberJ 1954. 

~~~~~~.,!:£::::' / 

~~~'f(~~ct7i4L 
U~~ 

commissioners 
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APPENDIX tt Aff TO .DECISION No • .5.(:556 

List of Appearances 

H. Spencer St. Clair, for Harold and Frank Hirata, Walter 
Kawai 1 Ichiro Masaki, S. Masaki) Sam and Tom Miyadi, 
Kikhi J. and Yoshio R. Namba, Toshio UChigoshi, 
Jimmie A. Ushijima, Masao Yamanaka, Y. Yukihiro, James 
M. Hasegawa, Carl H .. Kawamoto, Bill Ikemoto, Jack and 
Ray Lopez, James S .. Masuda, H. and S. Nomura, Jim 
Nakatani, Kawashi Okumura, George S. Sugimota l Hisao 
Hij1, Bill and Herbert Yokoyama, applicants and 
respondents, and for Los Angeles Local Produce Truckers 
ASSOCiation, interested party. 

H. J. Bischoff, for Southern California Freight Lines and 
Southern California Freight Forwarders, respondents •. 

Arlo D. Poe and J. C. Kaspar, for Motor Truck Association or California, interested party. 
R. D. Boynton, for Truck Owners' Association of California, 

interested party. 
Edson Abel, for Los Angeles County Farm Bureau and for 

California Farm Bureau Federation, interested parties." 
Robert C. Neill and James C. Uhler,for Sunkist Growers, Inc. 

interestea party. 
G. L. Malouist and Norman Haley of the staff of the Public 

Utillties CommisSion of the State of California. 



A?PENDIX ~1171 TO DECISION NO,s0556 

Revised Pages to Minimum Rate Tari!f No. 8 
Authoriz~d by Said D~eision. 

First Revised Title Page cancels Original Title Page 

Tenth Revised Page 2 cancels Ninth Revised Page 2 

Third Revised Page 3 cancels Second Revised Page 3 

Fifth Revised Page 4 cancels Fourth ~evised Page 4 
Sixth Revised Page 6 cancels Fifth Revised Page 6 

First Revised Page 18 cancels Original Page 18 

First Revised Page 28 cancels Original Page 28 

Fifth Revised Page 37 cancels Fourth Revised Page 37 

Third Revised Page 38 cancels Second Revised Page 38 

Second Revised Page 39 cancels First ReVised Page 39 

Second Revised Page ~ cancels First Revised Page 40 

Second Revised Page 41 cancels First Revised Page 41 



I 

Fir~t ReVised T~O 
C.:mccls 

Origi~~l Title Page 

Page 

for 

Tr~sportation of Fresh Fruits~ Fresh Vegetables 

a."ld Eoptj" Cont.:liners Ov~r the Public High:';v~ 

Between Points in the St;l'te of C:J.lii'ornin 

~s Described Herein 

by 

{I CIT! C:.R.~~ 

R.'.DI.'.L HIOm;: .. ! CO:ZON' c:..R..1UERS 

and 

RIOh'r.".'.Y CO~jm.·.C'Z' C:.Rl~ 

Reference in thi~ or other tnri.ff3 to Highway Carriers I Tariff No.8 
shc.l1 be construed a~ referri."'l.g to :.::L."'l.imu:::l. Rate T:xrllf 7~o. 8: 

*The tariff cont~L"'l.s rates, rules ~"ld rczul~tions established by 
Decision No. 3397i, ~s amended, in Cilse ~ro. 4293~ Ch • .'mges contained 
in subsequo~t orders .,·till be m:ldc by reis:;;uin: t...~e pages on 7/hich the 
C~"lCOS occur or by issuing supplc~ents sho~"lg t...~c corrected items. 

.:~ Qlange )) Decisio~ :::0. 50556 
;:~ !'.ddi tion 

Correction ::0. 166 

u'l-'ECT!'J£ OCTOBER 1$, 19~ 
(OrisL"lal Tariff efrective ~ 1, 19~) 

Issued by t.":.c 
PUBtIC UT!LITIES CO:CUSSIOr: OF THE S:r.. .. T.E: OF C:.I..IFORNI.:. 

StD.tc Building" Civic Center 
San Fr~cisco, Californi~ 



Tenth ReVised Page .~.~ 2 
~cels 

Ninth ReVised p~sc .00. 2 

:l.I'rarlge:nent of T~if£ ....... ' ........ ., .......... ., •••••••••••••••••••••• ti 
Correction Number CheckL~g Sheet .~ •••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• 
Rates: 

Distnnce Mtes •••••• ~ •••••••• ,. ........ ~ ftc • ~ ••• ~ ...... ~ ~ ." ..... ~ • ~ ••••• 
Point~to-Point Rates •••• ~.~ ••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••• ~ ••••• ~ ••••••• 

#Speci~l Ter.minal Rates •••••••••• ~ ••••••• ~.~ ••••••••••••• ~ ••••••• 
Top or Body Iee Rates ••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~~.~.~ •••••• 

Routing •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• 
Rules and Regulations:~. 
~eeessorial Charges •••• ~ •••••••••• ~.~ •••••••••••••••••••••• ~.~ •• 
:~ccessorial Service.:: :~ot Included i..~ COI:lon Ca.."'Tier Rates •• ~ •• ~. 
Alternativc :.pplicotion of Co::ibinations -::ith CoI!l.l:lon c..'U'rier 

Rates ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• ~ •• ~~ •••••••••••••••• 
Alternative Application of Co~on Carrier Rates ••••••••••••••••• 
:~tcrnative ~pplication of Split Dclivcr,y Under Rates Constructed 

by use of Combinations with Common Carrier ~tes ~.~ ••• ~ •• ~.~~ • 
. ~ternativo J~pplicQ.tion of Split Pickup Under Rates Constructed 

by usc of Co::lbinations i"lith Com:oon Carrier Rates ••••••••••••• ~ 
*~pplicat1on of CombL~ations or Ratcs •••••• e.~.~; ••••• ~ .•••.••.•• o 
~pplication of Po~~t-to-Point ~tcs ••••••••••• ~ ••• ~ •• w •••••• ;; •• 

:.pplication of" Rates on Shipments Subject to :.tlni::l.\lm Weights in 
excess of 10,000 Po~~ds ••• ~.~ •••••••• ~ •••••••••••••• ~e •••••• ~. 

,j'"pplieation or Rates on Ship:lents Subject to ili.."li.~Ul:1 Weights ot 
10,OOC Pounds and less ~ •••••••••••• ~ ••••••••• o ••• ~ •• ~.~ ••••••• 

:.pplication of Rates ••••••••••••••••• ~ ~ •••••••• ~ .•••••••••••••••• 
!pplication ot Taritf-Carriors ••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~pplication of Tariff-Commodities •••••• ~ ••••• ~.~ ••••••••••••••• ~ 
: .. pplication of l'oriff-l'erri torial ............. ~ ~ ~ ~ .................. . 
Collection or Charses •••• ~ •••••••• ~ •• ~ ••••• ~ •• ~ •••••••••••••• ~ •• 
Collect on Delive~ Shipment: •• ~ •• ~~ •••• ~~ ••••••••••••••• ~~ ••••• 
Computotion or Distances ••• ~ ••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ..., . ' .' ." . Gross ~.elght •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Issuance of ShippinG DQc~ent ••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••• 
'lI. • I I ... ' 

!.1inlm,'\l:n Charge ...... '" • '" .......................................... . 
!Uxed Shipments •••••••••••• ~ •••• ~ •••••••••• ;~.~ ••••••••••• ~ ••••• 
P~clcing aequ1rements ••• ~ •••••••• ~ ••••••••••• ~ •• ~ ••••••••••••••• ~ 
Pickup and Doliver,y Zones •••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Rates &sec. on Varyins :'!1.~lJ:l1.t:l "Jeightc .. ~ .... ~ ~ •••• ~ .............. ~ 

/!.Rcferences to Itccs ~~d Other Tnriffs •• ~~.~~ •• ; .................. . 
~£riger~Ltion ... Icing •••••••••••• ~ ~ ~ •••••• ~ ~ •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Shipmen~ to be Rated Separately ..... ~ ••••• ~~.~ •••••• ~ .......... ~ 
Sinele l!arket :.:rcas, Description of ...... ~ •••••••• ~ ................ . 
Split Deliver,y o •••••••••••• - •••••••• ~.~~ •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Split Picl~ •••••• ~ ••••• ~ •••••••• ~ ••••• ~ •••••• ~ •••••••••••••••• ~ 
Technical Terms, Def~~ition of ••••••••••• ~~ ................... ~ •• 
l'erritorial Descriptions ~P •••••••• o ••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••• ~ ••• ~ 

Uni~ of ~easurcment in Quotation of Rate~ and Charges •• & •••• 0.0 

* chE:nec ) Doc~"-\ on "0 if '::.dditioe) ... ,,- .'. 50556 

Item Number 
~cept 

as shO':'r.l 
(inclusivcl 

Page 3 
Page 1 

300-311 
320-345 

l60 
15S 
Soo 
1.50 
2S0 

220 
210 

240 

230 
200 
Soo 
140 

130 
120,U40S 

20 
40 

30-.31 
260 
190 
1lO 
60 

2SS 
160 
100 

90 
270-272 

70 
215 
15S 
So 

290 
180 
170 

10-11 
280-28.3" 

11425-430 
6S;:/415 

:Ul"~CTIVE OCTOBER 15 .. 1954 
Issued by the ~blic c:u.ssion of the State o! &liitornia .. 

San Francisco, Californiae 
rrection 1:0 ~ 155 

-2-



Third Revised Page •• ~~) 
Cancels 

Second Revised .. ?age ••• .3 z.JINIMUlt.: RaTE TARIFF NO .. 8 

ARRANGE1SNT OF TARIFF 

This is a loose-leaf tariff consisting of five sections. 

SECTION NO. 1 contains rules and regulations. 

SECTION NO. 2 contains co~odity rates. 

~(SECTION NO .. .3 contains special terminal rates. 

SECTION NO.4 contains routings applicable in con­
nection with rates in Section No.2. 

SECTION NO. 5 contains fom of shipping document~ 

~~ Change, Decision No~ 5055S 

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 15, 1954 
Issued by ~he ?ublic Utilities Co~nission of the State of California~ 

San Francisco; C~lifornia •. 
Correction No. 156 

-3-



e 
Fifth Revised Page •••• 4 

Cancels 
c. 5'~35~ 5'+38* 

Fourth Revised Page ••• 4 1~W:Nn·!tnr. RAT: T ;..RIFF i.~O. $ 

Item SECTION NO. 1 - RUUS AND REGUUTIONS OP GENERA!. 
No~ APPLICATION 

*lO-E 
Cancels 

lO-D 

------------------------------~ 
DEFINITION OF TECID{ICAL TERrS 

(Items Nos. 10 and 11) 

(a) **,;< 
(b) CARRIER TS EQUIP!·iENT means any motor truck or other 

self-propelled highway vehicle, trailer, semi-trailer, or 
any combination of such highway vehicles, operated by the 
carrier. 

,;c(c) Cmir,rON CARRIER RATE means any intrastate rate or 
rates of any common carrier, or common carriers, as defined 
in the Public Utilities Act on file with the Commission and 
in effect at time of shipment; and any interstate or foreign 
rate of e:ny common carrier .railroad or railroads applying 
between poi~ts in California in effect at time of shipment 
and covering transportation exe~pt from rate regulation of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission under Section 203(b) (6) 
of Part II or the Interstate Commerce Act. 

(c-l) CONTAINER ICING means placing ice within the 
packaee with the fruit or veget~ble Shipped. 

~'(c-2) DISTA:~CE TABLE means Distance Table No.4. 
(d) ESTABLISHED DE?OT means a freight terminal owned or 

leased and maintained by a carrier for the receipt and 
delivery of shiEments. I 

(d-l) INDEP~NDE~~-CONTRACTOR SUBHAULER means ~~y carrier 
who renders service for a prinCipal carrier, for a speCified 
recompense, for a sryecified result, under the control of the 
prinCipal as to the· result of the ""ork only and not as to 
the ~eans by which such result is accooplished. 

(e) PICKUP AND DELIVERY CH;..RGE means the £Ull charge 
applicable without the ded~ction authorized by Item No. 120. 

(f) POI~~ OP DESTINATION means the precise location at I 

which property is tendered for physical delivery into the 
custody of the consignee or his agent. (See also Item 
No. 120 1 paragraph 2.) 

(g) POINT OF ORIGIN me~~s the precise location at which ~ 
property is phYSically delivered by the consignor or his 
agent into the custody of the carrier for transportation; 
except that all locations on or along a single packing or 
shipping shed, ~~d all locations within a radius of 100 yards 
from a single pOint, within a single field will be con-
sidered as one point of origin. 

(h) RAILHEAD means a point at which .facilities are 
maintained for the loading'of property into or upon, or the 
unloading of property from, rail c~rs or vessels. It also 
includes truck loadins facilities of plants or industries 
located at such rail or vessel loading or unloading point. 

(i) RATE includes charge and, also, the ratings, mini­
mum weight, rules and regulations governing, and the 
accessorial charges applying in connection therewith. 

(j) SJUJlE TRANS?O!:T.hTION means transportation of the 
sace kind and quantity of property and subject to the same 
limitations, conditions and privileges, although not 
necessarily in an identical type of eqUipment. 

(Continued in Item No. 11) 



)\C)\C)\C De.finition o.f carrier canceled, See Item No. 20. * Change ) II Addition) Decision No. 50556 

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 15, 1954 

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California, 
San Francisco, California. 

Correction No. 157 

- 4 -



" Sixth Revised Page •••• 6 
Cancels 

Fifth Revised Page •••• 6 l~NDiUM RATE TARIFF NO. S 

Item SECTION NO.1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL 
No. APPLICATION (Continued) 

>;<20-B 

APPLICATION OF TARIFF - CJJmIERS 

~( Rates provided in 'this tariff are minimum rates, 
established pursuant to the City Carriers' Act and the 
Highway Carriers T Act. They apply for the transportation 
of property by carriers as defined in said City Carriers' 
Act (See Note 1), ~~d radial highway common carriers and 
highway contract carriers, as defined in said Highway Car­
riers' Act. 

Cancels Vihen property in continuous through movement is trans-
20-A ported by two or more such carriers, the rates (including 

minimum charges) provided herein shall be the minimum'rates 
for the combined transportation. 

~(30-F 
Cancels 
30-E 

Rates, rules and regulations naoed in this tariff shall 
not a?ply to transportation by independent-contractor sub­
haulers when such transportation is performed for other 
carriers. This exception shall not be construed to exempt 
from the tariff provisions carriers for whom the independ­
ent contractors are perforoing tr~~s?ortation service. 

, IIN'OTE1: This tariff applies to transportation by 
City Carriers only as specified in 
Section No • .3 hereof. 

APPLICATION OF TARIFF - TERRITORIAL 

Rates in this tariff apply between all points within 
the State of California, except: 

(a) Shipments having point of origin in Alameda, 
Albany, Berkeley, Emeryville, Oakland or Piedmont, and 
point of destination in another of those cities; 

(b) Shipments between S~~ FranCisco and South San 
Francisco; 

(c) Shipments having both point of origin and point 
of destination within the San Diego Drayage Area as 
described in City Carriers f Tariff No.7 - Highway Car­
riers' Tariff No.9. 

~«d) Shipments. having both point of origin and point 
of destination within the Los A.~geles Drayage Area, as 
described in ~linimum Rate Tariff No.5. This exception 
does not apply a s to Section No.3. 

* Cha..~ge ) # Addition) Decision N0"S0556 
EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 15, 1954 

Issued by the Public Utilities Coomission of the State of California, 
San FranCisco, California. 

Correction No. 15S 

-6-



First Revised Page ~ ••••• IS 
Cancels 

Original Page ••••••.•.•• IS MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. S 

~(200-A 

Canools 
200 

210 

.':)':;(,;'.I.'.LU~ ~U. l-.tWLES Al~D REGUJ.,ATIONS ?r G~N.~li.A.l" 
APPLICATION (C~ny5n~edJ 

APPLICATION OF COMBINATIONS OF R1TES 

In the ev~nt two or more rates are named in this 
tariff for the same transportation, the lower rate shall 
apply. In the event a combination of rates makes a lower 
aggregate through rate or charge than a single rate, such 
lower combination of rates shall apply. 

ALTERNATIVE- APPLICATION OF COl~~ON C~~IZR RATES 

(a) Common carrier rates, except rates of coast~~se 
common carriers by vessel, may be applied in lieu of the 
rates provided in this tariff, when such common carrier 
rates produce a lower aggregate charge for the same trans­
portation between the same point of origL~ and tbe same 
point of destination than results from the application of 
the rates herein provided. 

(b) Team track-to-teao track rates of common carriers 
by railroad may be applied in lieu of the rates provided in 
this tariff, in connection with transportation between es­
tablished depots in the same cities or unincorporated com­
munities in which such team tracks are located, when such 
team track-to-team track rates produce a lower aggregate 
charge than results from the application of the rates pro­
vided in this tariff for depot-to-depot movements. 

REFERENCES TO ITEiWZS • .\.ND OTHER TARIFFS 

Unless othe"~ise provided, references herein to item 
numbers in this or other tariffs include references to such 
numbers with letter suffix, and references to other tariffs 
include references to amen~~ents and successive issues of 
such other tariffs. 

* Change ) - -56 # Addition) DeciSion No5v~ 

EI"FECTIVE OCTOBER 15, 1954 
Issued by the PubliC Utilities Co~ission of the State of California 

Correction No. 159 
San Francisco, California~ 

-18-



First Revised Page •••••• 28 
Cancels 

Original Page ••••.•.•.• 28 

SECTION NO. 2 

rtUNIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. S 

.. 

GOMM6DIT.f RA!liS 

For Description of Routings Applicable in Connection 

With Rates Contained in This Section See 

Section No. 4 of This Tariff 

# If the Charge Accruing Under Section No. 3 of This 
Tariff is Lower Than the Charge Accruing Under 

This Section on the Same Shipment Between 
the same Points, the Charge Accruing 

Under Section No. 3 Will Apply. 

# Addition, Decision No. 50556 

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 1$, 1954 

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of california, 
San Francisco, California. 

IC_oIr~ction No. 160 

-28-



Fifth Revised Page •••••.• 37 
Cancels 

Fourth Revised Page •••••• 37 MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. S 

SECTION NO. 3 

II SPECIAL TErur.INAL RATES 

Applicable on Shipments 
Transported to the Los Angeles ~~rkets 

# Addition, Decision No. 50556 
I 
I 

EFFECTI\~ OCTOBER 15, 1954 
Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of Califo~, 

San Francisco 1 California. 
I Correction No. 161 

-37-



Third Revised Page •••.••• 3$ 
Cancels 

Second Revised ~age •••••• 3$ ~w:I~Il·itn~i rtATE TARIFF NO. $ 

Item 
No. SECTION NO. :3 - iJ,S?ECIAL TEru.rINAL RATES 

APPLICATION OF RATES 

Except as otherwise provided, rates in this Section are 
subject to the rules in Section No. ·1. 

Rates in Section No.3 apply for the transportation of 
co~odities specified in Item No. 40 from Los Angeles Local 
?roduce Territory as described in Item No. 425 to the Los 
Angeles Harket .A:reaas clescribed in Item No. 430, and for 
empty containers as described in Item No. 40 in the reverse 
direction. 

#405 Rates in Item No. 450 do not apply on shipments to points 
not located within the Los Angeles l-larket Area • 

. Rates in Section No. 3 apply to tr~~sportation by City 
Carriers, Radial Highway Common Carriers and Highway Contract 
Ca.rriers. 

If the charge accruing under Section No. 2 of this tariff 
or Minimum Rate Tariff No. 5 is 10t'/er tha."l the charge accruing 
under this section on the same shipment between the same 
points, the charge accruing under Section No. 2 or ~linimum 
Rate Tariff No. 5 will apply. 

UNITS OF ~1EASUREl'I1ZNT IN QUOTATION OF RATES .AND CHARGES 
(Exception to Item No. 65) 

Rates or accessorial charges may be quoted or assessed 
by carriers based upon a unit of measurement different from 
that in which the minimum rates and charges in Section No. 3 
are stated provided: 

(l)The £reight charges assessed are not less than those 
which would have been as~ecoe~ had the rat~3 and acce5-

sorial charges st~ted in this section been applied; and 
~2)That the carrierrs shipping documents contain all the 
~nrormation necessary to compute the freight charges on 
the oasi~ o£ the unit o£ meaSurement provided in this 
section. 

# Addition, DeCision No. 50556 

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 15, 1954 

Issued by the Public Utilities Comcission of the State of California, 
San FranCiSCO, California. 

Correction No. 162 

- 3$ -



Second Revised Page ••••• 39 
Cancels 

First Revised Page ••••• 39 MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. e 
Item ~EC;TION NO.3-USPECIAL TERMINAL RATES 
No. 

#420 

u~TY CONTAINERS 
{As described in Item No. 40) 

Rates in Section No. 2 apply. 

If the charges in Ydnimum Rate Tariff No. 5 are 
low'er than the charges in Section :2 on the same shipment 
between the same points, the charges ~~ Minimum Rate 
Tariff No. 5 will apply. 

# Addition, Decision No. 50556 

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 15, 1954 . 
Issued by the Public Utilities Co~~ission of the State of Califo~, 

Correction No. 163 
. San Francisco, California. 

-39-



I 
I 

I 
I 
1 

Second r.evlsed Page •.•.•. 40 
Cancels 

l"1rst ltev1sed Pase •••..•• 40 
MINI1vlUM RATE TARIFF NO. 8 

rT.lt~e~m~~------------------------------------------------~~· 
No. SECTION NO. 3 - j)S?BCIAL TERMINAIJ MXES 

TERRITORIAL DESCRIPTIONS 

i 1;425 

LOS ANGZlrZS LOCAL P~\ODUCE TERRITORY includes that area 
embraced by the following boundary: Beginning at the point 
\.,rhere t~'le Ventu:-a County - Los Angeles County boundary line 
meets the Pacific Ocean; thence northeasterly along said 
boundary line to State Highway 118; easterly and northeasterly 
along State High~my 118 through and including tne City of San 
Fernando, cont1nuing northeasterly and southeasterly along 
State Highway 118 to and including the C1ty of Pasadena; 
eaoterly along U.S. Highway 66 to the Los Angeles County -I 

I 

j 
I 
I 
j 
I 
I 
I 

San Bernardino County boundary line; southwesterly along said ! boundary line to the Orange County Line; southeasterly and 
southwesterly along the Orange County Line to the point where 
the Orange County - San Diego County boundary line meets the 
Pacific Ocean; northwesterly along the shore line of the 

I Pacific Ocean to the point of beginning. 

I LOS ANGELES Y~T AREA includes a.ll of Los Angeles 

/
. Zones 1 and J2 as described in the distance table, and that 

territory embraced by the following boundary: Beginning at 

I the point where State Bigh'vlay 15 intersects the northern 

I 
#4'30 I boundary of Zone 1 (at Hubbard Avenue) thence northerly along 

State Highway 15 to Ra:nona Boulevard, thence \'resterly along 

\ 
Ramona Boulevard to the e~stern bo~~dary of Zone 1, thence 

I westerly, southerly and easterly along said boundary to point I i of beginning. 
I ! 

# Addition, Decision No.5G556 

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 15, 1954 

Issued by the PubliC Utilities Cocmission of the State of Cc;~li!ornia, 
San FranCiSCO, california_, 

Correction No. 164 

-40-



$ocond Revised Pase ~ ••• ~l 
Cancels . 

First Revised P.lgo ...... II 41 
Item 
No. 

#1.JSO 

SECTION NO.3 - l;~SPECIAr. Tlo:K:rINAL RAXES 
(I."l Cents Per 100 Pou.."lds) 

For Application or Rates, see Items Nos. 40S to 4,30, i."lclusive. 

FRi.1IXS At1!J' V'EGE'Z\.Br.E$, DiCI.'ODD1O :"'US~OO:.zs, as described in 
Iter:. Uo.. 40. 

FRaa: LOS .. 'I..'IJ'GELES :wet.!. ?RODUCE IERAIWRY, as described in 
Item No. 42S. 

TO: WS l~GEtES r:r.i..~ :.,REA, as described i."l Ite:l No. 430. 

~ _illN_~:U-.;! 11~~Giil' 

But Not ...... V 2.,000 4.000 lO,OOO ltl,OOO 
Over Over Qua."ltit~ Po'Unds Po'UnCs Pounds Pou.."lds 

0 20 .38 3l 28 25 22 

20 40 42 34 3l 28 2S 
40 48 40 37" 34 31 

If Addition" Deeision ~ro. Su55S 

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER lS, 1954 

Issued by ~~e Public Utilitie~ Commission or the State of califOrnia, 

Correction No. 165 
San Fr~"lci~co, Calitorni:. 

-u-



J..P?~!~DrX ii2" TO DECISION NoSQ556 

Revised Pages to Minimum Rate Tariff No. 5 
Authorized by Said Decision. 

fourth Revised Title Page cancels Third Revised Title Page 

Third Revised Pase 2 cancels Second Revised Page 2 

Nin~h Revised Page 16 cancels Eighth Revised Page 16 



e 
Fourth Revised Title Page 

Cancels 
Third Rovi~ed Title Page 

*:aNJ:ro-u R.".XE T:.RIFF NO. $ 

(Fomcrly City Carriers I Tariff rIo. 4 -
High':vay Carriers' Tariff No. S) 

N~il"lg 

lli.n:iJ:l.'t.lm &'tes, Rules and Regulations 

of General Lpplication 

for the 

T:-a.'"lsportation of Property Over the 

Public Hiehw.'lYS ~7i tr...i.'"l 

Defined Territory in Los ~".nge1es Cou..'"lty 

.:ll'ld 

~!il'lim:um Vehicle 'Unit &.tes-, Rules and. Regulations 

Applicable Under Specified Conditions 

for 

Transportation ~ithin Los .~geles and. Orange Countie$ 

b-'.r 

CI~C C:.R.~mRS 

R.~L'.L HIGW,·r. ... y cm:.rou C.'.RRnliS 

*~po~~t Notice 

I Reference in this or other tarii'fs to City Carriers' Xariff No.4 -
I Highw.lY C~iers r Tariff No. $ shall be construed as referring to :.Zini::l:um 
I R. ... tc Tarit! No.5. 

The witt contains rate:::, rules \'ll'ld re~lltion::: c5t.:lblished. by Deci­
:sion !io • .32$04" as amended, 1.."1 Case No. 4121. C!umses ccnt.:U."'led in subse­
qu.ent orders \'1111 be made by rcissui.~g the pllGes on which the cha."lges occur 
or by issuing supplements showmg the corrected itc:::l.S. 

-r·-56 .)to Change" Decision ~ro • .::>v':' 

Correction lio. 182 

&i"£CTIVE OCl'OBER 1$, 19$4' 
(Original Tariff effective Jan~J 1, 1940) 

IS~1.!cd by the 
PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~SION OF THE ST.:.1'E OF C:.LIFOroJL·~ 

State Building, CiVic Center 
S~'"l Fr.lncisco, California 



e 
'T'.-'dR· '"0 2 ·n~r eVlSCQ .agc •••• 

Cancels 
Seconc itc'/i.::cd ?~gc ••• 2 ::rn:r:.!tl'.i R..'.TE !.'3.IFF r:o. $ 

t.i.BLE OF CmmN'I'S 

Arr~go~ont of Tariff ••••••••.•••••.•••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Correction ~~umbcr Checki."lg Sheet •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Rate Bases ...•..•••••.........•..•.••....•...••••..•. ~ ....... . 
Rates: 

C'laJ-S Ratea: ••• ,. .............................................. It • II .••• It 

Commodity ~tcs •••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Unit Ratos ••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••• ~.ft. 

Rules ~d ReGUlations governing rates in Sections 3 ana 4: 
~ccessorial Cr~ges •..•.•..••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••• _: •••••• 

I .Uternative !..ppliccltion o£ Common C.'lrricr Rates' ••••••••••••• 
~pplication ot Rates ••• _.~ •••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••• n ••••• 

~pplication of Tari£!-C~rriers ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• _ 
~pp1ic~tion of T.:l.Tirr-Commoditics ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~pp1ic.:l.tion of T.:l.riff-Territorial ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
~pplieation of rrcstern Classiiic~tion ~~a Exception Sheet ••• 
Collection of ~ges •••••••••.•.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Collect on Delivery Shipments ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Delayed Delivery or Shipments ••••••••••••• _ ••••••••••••••••• 
Disposition o:f F:r::l.ctionc ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••• 
Exceptions to ~cstcrn Cl3Ssific~tion ~~d Exception Sheet •••• 
Gross ~e1ght ••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Issuance o:f ShippL~6 Doc~~ent ••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
1an~~~ Ch~rg0 ••• _ ••••••• v •••••••••• ~ ••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••• 
!~~ed Ship~onts ••••••••••••.•••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pool C~S ••• ~ •••••.•.••••••••.•••••••• _ ••••.••.••••••••••.•• 
R.:l.tcs Based on Varying ::L"lim~ ::eiGhts •••••••••••••••••••••• 

I/References to Itecs ~d Other T~riffz ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Shipments to be ~ted Separ~te1y •••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Split Delivc~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••• 
Tec~~ic~ Te~s, Dcf~~ition of •••••••••••••••••••••••• _ ••••• 
Units of :re~sur~cnt i."l Quotation o:f Rates and Chcrges •••••• 

Rules ~"ld Rc~~ations OovornL"le Unit a~tes L~ Section 5 ••.•••• 

II :.ddition1 Decision No. 50556 

! 

I 

! 

Iter:l No. 
c.."::cept 

as shovm 

Page 6 

P.:l.E:e " I ... 

300 

310 
320 to 390, i."').cl. 
410 to 430, incl. 

llO 
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SECTION NO. 1 -' RU"'..zs ::-'1) Rmur.::rImrS OF G£}'"ER.'J. 
:.PPLIC:. TIor.; (Contil'lUed) 

.~P?I.Ic.~TIo~r OF R.'.TES 

Mtes provided i.''1 this t.:u-U'i ue for tho tr~."'lsport&tion of ship­
::tents" o.s dci'iI'lCn in Items !~os. 10(i) a.."ld ll(j) from point of ori~in 
to point of dest::'.''lation, and iriclude locdi."lg i..'"lto and unl03di."lS from 
the carrierts equipment, subject to Note 1. 

NOTE l.-i.lhen shipment is picked up at or dolivered to a point 
not at street level, ~d no vehicular elevator service 
or vchicul.'!%' r.::l:1p is providod Md ~de .lV:l.ila.blo to 
the cnrricr, ~ additional c~~e of 5! cents por 100 
pounds, ~ini~uo ~dditional charge 27 cents per ship­
ment" shall bo .lcsessed for t.~o service of handli..'"lg 
shipmont beyond carrier's equipment; except t~t no 
additional cho.rge shall be ~dc for this service in 
connection with ship:lcnts ,,:cighing less thE.n 100 po1.lnds. 

ffIf the rates for the tr~~~por~tion of frosh fruits ~d vegetables 
one. empty contai."l{)rs preVided for in Section Uo.3 of ~1i.."l.i.~ Rate Tariff 
No. 8 arc lowor than those named in this tariff 1'or the s.ame trru'lsport~­
tion, such 10Y,"er rates will ,lPPly. 

I :.CCESSORI.'~ CP":"''q,GES I :~ addition~l char So at the rate of ;j3.20 per man per hour, ~i-
I mu:n cew.rgc ~~1.60, slml1 bo made for stacl:i."lg, sorti."lg or o.ny other 
II accessoricOll or L"lcidentn.l sorvice ,,;;hi,,:h is not authorized to be per­
fomed ul"ldcr the rates n~ed in this ';Crii! Cl."ld for vrlueh a eh.lI'ge is 

i not ot:lcl"'.-rise proVided. 
I 

Except ~s othe'r'.1se proVided tho min~~ c~rec per shipment sh3l1 
be as follows: 

IT~i~ht ~f shirrJ~~t (in p~tmd~) 
But 

Ovor Not. Over 

o 
25 
50 
75 

100 

25 SO 
75 

100 

61 
76 
90 

109 
123 



RE::FERZNCES TO r:r:c:.:s : ... "rn OTHER X.:..RIFFS 

Unless ot:'lcr.risc providod, referencos horoin to itOln n\lmrx,rs in 
#l2$ thi~ or other ~i!!~ include reforonces to such n~ors f~th letter 

suffix, .:md references to other t~itfs il'lcluce references to <'1'Uend-
mcnts ~~d successive issues of such other ~i!£s. 

* Change ) D 1 i # Addition) ec s on ~ro. 50556 
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