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51SS0 Decision No. ______ _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In tne Matter of the Investigation ) 
into the,rates, rules, regulations, ) 
charges, ·,allowances and practices } 
of all common carriers, h,1gb.w9.'1 ) 
carriers ,and c1ty carriers relating ) 
to the transportation of fresh or green ) 
fruits and vegetables and related ) 
items (commodities tor which rates are ) 
p;rovided in M1nimum Rate Tariff No.8). ) 

--------------------------------) 

CS.3~ No. 54,38 
(Petition No. 2 and 
Order Setting Hea~ing 
dated May ,3, 19$,5) 

J. C. Kaspar and R. D. Boynton, tor 
California Trucking Associations, Inc., 
interested party. 

Grant Malquist, tor the Commission's 
sta,1'i. 

OPINION 
--~-- ......... 

Mtnimum rates, rules and regul~tion3 for the transportation 
.: J'" 

or tresh f~it3 ,~,nd vegetables are set forth in Minimum. Ra.te Tariff 
.~. ,.' ' ~ 

No.8. By Pe.t1tion tor Modification No. 2 in Case No • .5438, tiled 
4 (I, • 

¥.arch 19, 1954, Arthur W. Samuel~, a merchant, reQ.uested amendment , ,,.., 

of that :tnx:1tf,o.so as to exempt from 1 ts provisions the transportation 

of cull potatoes .. not tit tor hu:m.an consumption. PO,llowing public 

hearing or the petition, the Commiss1on issued Decision No. 50S39~ 

dated September 14, 19$4. Therein the Comm1ssion stated that while 

the shoWing was 3ufficient to support the conclusion that the 

transportation characteristics 01' cull potato~s were dirferent from 

those or edible potatoes.. the record was insufficient for a 

determ1nation or just, reasonaole and nondiscriminatory rates on 

cull potatoes. The Commission's :;stat! was directed to make 0. study 

of the transportation of the commodity in ~uest1on. Pending the 

outcome ot that :;study the exemption sought in Petition No. 2 was~ 

'by the aforem.entioned dec1aion, authorized on a tempors.ry basis. 
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Following eompl~t1on of the otarf study, the Commission 

issued its order or May 3, 1955, in Case No. 5438, directing that 

a public hearing be ocheduled tor the purpose or receiv1ng evidence 

conc~rn1ng m1n1mum rates, rules and regulations for the transporta-
l 

t10n ot cull fruits and cull vegetables. Accordingly, public 

hearings were held before Exam1ner Carter R. Bishop on June 7 and 

9, 19$$ in San Franciseo and Los Angeles, respectively. At the 

hearings further evidence was also received relative to the atore­

said Petition tor Mod1ticat1on No.2. 

Notice or the hear~ng was sent to the California Farm 

Bureau Federation, Calitornia Trucking ASSOCiations, Ine., San 

Joaquin Farm BureQ~, various agricultural commissioners and to the 

parties who, appeared, and carrier witnesses who testified, 1n the 

orig1ns.l hearing in Petition No.2. 

EVidence was introduced at the 1955 hearings through two 

members or the Commission's statr, an associate transportation , 

engineer and an associate transportation rate expert. The ,engineer 

testitied regarding a' st1ldy which he had macie or the cost or 

transporting "ott-standard" produ~e destined to' livestock teed yards 

or dumping grounds by motor vehicle equipment between pOints in 
2 

this state. Eo explained that, under prOVisions ot the Agricultural 

Code or the State or California, ott-standard and culled produce, 

1 

2 

The starr study had not been limited to cull potatoes, but 
had embraced the transportation of cull truits and cull 
vegetables generally. 

Accord1ng to the eng1neer, tf ofr-standard~f produce generally 
consists or rru1ts or vegetables which tail to eontor.m to the 
standards established by the State Department or Agr1calture. 
"Culled" produce is synonj'lnous with "orr-standard." produee, 
except that tr1mm1ngs and rejects rrom packing plants and trom 
the :t:ield 3 are included. In this deciSion the te%"m3 fI cull", 
ff culled" and ff 01'1'- standard" will 'be used interchangeably. 
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may, upon issuance of tho neees~ary. permit or dioposal order, be 
.~ \. ~ .. 

tr~sported to a'packing plant, by-product plant, livestock reeding 
. . 

yard,,~~"dumP1ng ground or waste disposal plant.3, Because t~ans-
" ..:., I.~ ." , ~ , 

portat10n to A packing plant or by-product plant is n~~ ~uojeet 

to the provisions ot Minimum, Rate Tarirf No. 8 the engineer excluded 
! . • 

such. transportation from the scope of his study. 

With respect to the ott-standard produce transported 
.\' .r' 

the eXlg1neer found that many kinds ot :tru1ts and vegetables move 

to teed';~rds4 and that potentially any kind of produce grown in 

the state may be destined to~d~p1ng grounds or waste disposal 
• l,l .... 

plants. A6 to thoso laGt t~o classos or rac111tioD, bo"'e~()r.~ his 

investigation disclosed no movement oy :tor-hire carriers. Re~ativ~ly 

tew tor-hire earriers, he said, are engaged in any of the trans­

portation here in issue .. and most ot these, claimed tb.e.t, in pertorm­

ing sueh transportation, they were acting in a proprietary capacity, 
,.. " -"IT 

P1Jl'cha~in,.g the eull produee at point of origin and selling it at 

po1nt ot" ~:~t1na.t10n.S 

4 

, , 

Under 'the,.statutory provis1ons 1n q,uest10n movement ot ott~ 
standard 'or eulled produee to 9. processing plant or by-product 
plant' 1s>,l1m.1ted to transportation for certa1n specit1ed' 
purposes~ 

According to the record th.e commodities most generally transpor.ted 
to feed yards are: avocados, bea..'"ls, broccoli, ca.rrots, cauli­
nower .. celery, corn .. dates, lettuce, melons, or.l.ions, potatoes, 
sweet potatoe s and tomatoes. 

'! 
. ...... .,.: . .'; ',:' ::.-:. ...... 

All of these carriers~'~the rec6~Cird'1~cl~~es, hold permits tr.o:n 
this Corcmiosion and~engage ~~,~:t~, tor-h~e transportation ot 
other commoditieo, as well as ,,'those e;rc.brllced in these phas~s 
ot Case No. $438. The engineer' found no evidence of trans~,. 
port at ion of cull produce oy cert i:t1eated highway, carriers, •. 
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The eng~eer had developed costs or perror.ming the 

tr~portat1on or ort~Btandard produce in tour difterent types 

of motor v.eh1ele equ1p~nt, here1n designated as Groups No. 3 
~~,.-:-'r" .... , ),' t. ,;; " .' . 

(2 axles), .rN~.' S "(j~·axl.es)'~ No,.. .. lO,.(.4 .. .axlos) and No,. l2 (,5 axles), 
~.!".'."'-'~~"7.r:.:,..~. "" ~.J.., ,A, , ... .w"'.~' ...... .(,,~:.:",~:;.::~/' 

tor representati-v:e. d"1stane&&, r.ang1ng from 1$ miles· to 2$0 miles 
."' ....... ',;. ':,..... ". ~, . -". ..· .... ll ~~-'i~ .~ ... ,;ol. 

according to· the typ.e"'o1" equipment . employed. Average truckload 
'\_', ,':,'.,.:(....' ....... '-':'()\,Jt, 

we1gnts were-~;$OO pound~, 23,000 p~unds, 34,000 pounds and 
I.' :'. ,,1 •. _ .. _ . ...... ',0. : , 

44,000 pounds,' tor" the above-~entioned types ot equipment, respectively. 
j ~/" ". .. ...." .. ,.1 , .... ~ • t ,I: ,I .' i • I 

, ' In··thG"'taot'e-·belovl are shown the full cost's, sa developed 
./') . , :'\"": .. "t:- '·_~·;'i-.,'I r, , '. ' 

, • .J "I ,'" ~'''-) ""') , ... '. r,{"t ,. 

01 the sta1"f engineer, tor representative hauls of eacn o~ the 
r... ! I) :"/"I;~' ,'1 ... • . ,L"r-o "J,\", • " 

tour equ1pment gt"'oups') ''''The costs are expendod tor gross revenue 
, ., ;'i :,~ .• ~ 1');'~I" 

expense and to ~·erlect\·:-o'p'erat1ng ratio3 or ioo p~~ cent and 90 
. ~r· .,/.,.. 

• "".. " •. "." / .. : c-
per cent, respectively;:: r~ •. ; , .. ,' 

. ~ ;~. ~ '.', (,,;',' ..• 

.4.1"' 
, ...• 

M1n1mwn 
'leh1cle Weight 

Ec!u1pment Group 

Group No. .3 12",.000 

, ". 

G~up No. 8 20,000 

Group No. lO 30,000 

Group No. 12 

~ ."~I.~i.· :~.',.jl; 

Operating RatiO Operating Ratio 
Miles 100 Per Cent 90 Pe:r- Cent 

30 
7$'," 

lSO .. " 

,30 
7$ 

1,50 
2$0 

11.9 
16.9 
23.$ 

lO." 
15.0 
22.0 

In his analysis ot operating ~osts the witness had 

developed. the total labor cost per hour, t'1Xed expense per hour, . 
and rurming cost per mile. In conjunction with. these tactors he 

calculated the total dire ct e.os~.; PfJ,!: 100 pounds, which he then 
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expanded to include indirect expense and gros~ revenue expense. 

The resulting figure~, shown in the column in the table headed 
l~:rr~ 

"Operating Ratio 100 Per Cent", refleet the calculated full costs 

exclu3ive ot any provision tor profit. The figures in the last 

column of the table purport to 3how the full costs plus an 

allowanee for profit which would produce an est~ted operating 

ratio of 90 per cent. These last figures, the witness said, were 

tncluded merely for the Commission's information. 
) ,~". ,. ". 

The cost data which t he engineer employed in his study 
: ~. 

were not in all instances taken from the books or the carriers. 
,'.1 

Because of tho relatively small number of tor-hire carriers engaged 

in the transportation of eull produee and the inadequacy or the 
, ' , . 

records of some or those carriers, the witness testiried, it was 
',10 • 

necessary in some instances to utilize figures which had been 

developed in other stafr studie3 or comparable operations or which 

were prodicated on his own knowledge and experience in the analysis 

of highway carrier costs. The witness stated, however, that wherever 

reliable data could be obtained from the ,books and other records 

of the earriers involved, such data were utilized in the study. 
I 

The r~to expert test1f1ed regarding tho transportation 

characteristics or the commodities here under consideration. Cull 

produce~ he stated, normally originates at packing sheds or plants, 

disposition usually being made thr~ugh sale or direct girt to 

farmers tor livestock feeding purposes or to speeulators or by 

dumping. He found that cull produce is transported both by for-
6 

hire and proprietary carr1ers, and that it moves sometimes in 

containers 'but more often in bulk. 

6 Neither the rate expert nor the tran~portat1on engineer had 
found any indication of movement orcull produce between pOints 
in th.1s 3tate by ra.il. 
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Cull truits and vegetables, th1s witn~ss said, differ 

substantially trom marketable produce in transportation eharaete~ 

istics. Among the differences which b.eenumerated, were the 

following: eull produee requires neither expedited service nor 

refrigeration; less care is necessary in the 10ad1ng and unloading 

of culls than in the handling of marketable fruits and vegeta151es, 

which'must -be kept, tree from bruising and other damage; culls are 

generally tendered. '~n:b.eav1er lots and shipments weighing up to 

46,000 pounds are not uncommon; while helpers are normally employed 

in unload1ng marketable produce this is not true ot cull produce. 
I 

The witness also testified that the value ot cull produce is 

eon~iderably below that ot marketable produce. 

" In view ot th.e aforementioned difterences in tr9.nSportation 

characteristies it was the, view or the rate expert that differont 

rate treatment~sh.ould be accoraed cull produee then 13 given 

marketable~produee.7 In his study he had developed, for statewide 

application,'scales ot suggested min1mum commodity rates tor cull 

produee';'; ~·'These'~r9.tes, he believed, would meef the statutory"'" 

requ1rement.that:the Comm1s~ion shall, 1n orde~ to promote the 

treedom.or~:movement' by carrier:! or agricultural products; establish 

tor Sueb:r;tranSporte.tion·'tb.e~"'lowest lawful rates compatible with ' 

, the maintenance ot' a.dequate t~Bn3portation !'ervice.8 

In' order to~provido rates which would be reasonably relatod 

to the costs 'developed 'by' the engineer and to give effect to practical 

min1m'-lm weight"considerations, the rate ~xpert suggested four seales 

7 

8 

To the 0xtent that rates are now provided ~ Mintmum Rate Tari!! 
No. 8 for the transportation of cull or oft-standard produce 
they are the rates generally applicable to 1.'resh fruits and 
fresh vegetables. 

Sections 726 and 3661 or the Public Utilities Code ot the State 
ot Cal1tornia.. 
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of distance rates subject to min1mum we1gnts of 10,000, 20,000> 

30,000 and 40,000 ~ounds, respoctively_ 'Xo take eare or oceas:tonal 

shipments that m1ghi; exceed the max1mum distances which 3h1pments 

of' cull produce had been found to be transported, the suggested 

scales were developed to So miles beyond such max~um d1stancos.9 

'Xhe ,ouggestod ra.tes., the witness said, would, if' 

estab11shed, alternate with ~ther rates now provided 1n M1n~um Rate 

Taritt No. 8. ~he suggo3ted rate structure al~o contemplates . 

cancellation or the provision under which the rates namod theroin 

a:t:e l:lac1e non-applicable to th.e transportation or cull potat.oes. 

'Xhe rate expert proposed, moreover, that the suggested rates be 

made 3ub),e,et to the' eondition that eacb. shipping document. covering 

the tran.sportat10n or cull produee. shall show thereon the number, 

date and issuing office of the permit or d1~osal order issued in 

connection with su.ch shipment under the proviSions or the 

Agr1cul-tura.l Code of' tho State of California. Such a requirement, 

he sa1c1, is r..ecessary in order to protect the minimum rates on 

~ketable produce_ 

In Appendix " An hereof, tho minimum rllte:J suggestec1 by 

tae rate expert for cull produce are compared with toe present 

min1mum rates on fresh fruits and fresh vegetables for the 

corresponding d1stan,ces. 

California Trucking As~oc1at1ons, Inc. appeared in these 

phases' or Case No. $438 as an 1nt~rested pa.rty. At the 

San Francisco hearing 1tsdirector 01" research statGQ that the asso-

9 ~ccording to the recorc1 cull proc1uee is transported tor 
relat1vely short distances. In the starf stuc11es it. was round 
that the greatest length or haul in each ot the tour above­
ment1on0c1 weight groups was $0, 75~ 1$0 and 250 m1les, 
respeet1vely. 
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c1at1on supports the staft rate propo~als and that it such propo3al~ 

are adopted it 13 prepared to notify it~ m~bers ,o~ tho tact. 

No one opposed the adoption ot thestatt rate propo3sls. 

It is clear trom the record that the transportation 

characteristics ot cull produce are substantially ditteront from 

those or marketa.ble produce. While it appea.rs that some obstacles 

have been encountered oy the statr in the development ot'rel1able 

cost r1gure~ tor the transportation here in issue, the record is 

convincing that thO~G costs are 3Ub~tantially lower than the costs 

incurred in the hauling ot marketable produce. It tolloVis that 

lower minimum rate3 than those now provided 1n Min1m1,ll'll. Rate Tar1tt 

No. 8 tor the transportation ot fresh truit G and tresh. vogetables 

should be esta~l1shed tor the movement of eull produce. We hereby 

tind tba. t the 3uggested m1nimum ro.te revisions, including cancella­

tion of the present exemption on eull potatoes, have been justified. 

Not related to the foregoing, but 1ncluded in Item No. 

40-G or M1n1mWll Rate Tariff No.8, is the matter of the description 

of empty, second hand containers. The d~scr1pt1on Will oe claritied 

hereinafter. This is a matter not re~u1r1ng public hearing. 

Based upon the evidence ot record and upon the conclusions 

and findings set forth in the preceding opinion, 

IT !S HEREBY ORDERED that Minimum Rate Tari!!' No. 8 

(Appendix "C" to DeCision No. '33977 a.s amended) be and it is hereby 

further amended by 'incorporat'ing therein, to become effective 

November 1, 195$, the revised pages attached hereto and by this 

reference made a part hereof, which pages are numbered as follows: 

Tenth Revised Page 8 cancels Ninth Revised Page 8 

Third Revised Page 30-A cancols Second ReVised Page 30-A 
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,,,,. ... ,..,1.,. .. . 
IT IS EEBEBY FOR.T:Bl!lV,ORDERED' .:that :;tar1rr· 'Pub11ea.t'1oris·'·:' 

req,u1red or authorized to Of} made:/oy:c'ommon':':carrter'3 8.S '~a :resI.11t::: ~ 
,. 

of the order herein may 'b& made, ef':tect1-venot:.,,'ear'll'er ','than the ,',. 

effective date hereof on not less. :than'·:t:1v'e "days'- not1'ee~'to the" 

Comm1ss1on and to the public; and"tbat'such'req,1.lired tar1rr'pub11c6,-'; 

tion:5 shall 'be made effective not ):la.ter 'tb.e.n'Novem'ber l, 19$$. ' 

~ .IT" ~~, HEREBY FURTHER· O;RDERED th~t~, except to the extent 

tbat it Vias granted 'by Dee1s10n No. $O$39;,':Ss '~di:t:1ed here1n, 

Potition for Modif1cat1on N~ •. 2, 1n this proee'eding ~ and it 15 

hereby denied.' 

In,all other respeets h sa1d,:Dec1s1on NO;'~'Y39'11;~/ 'as amended, 
, 

:5ha.ll rema1n in .fu.ll torce· .and· effect. 

The etfect1ve date-,;of th,1s order shall 'be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 



AP'PENDL,,( ff An 

Compar1tJonot Present Distance Commodity Rates in 
Minimum Rate Tar1tt No. 8 and Sugge3t~d 

Distance Commodity Rate$ tor Cull 
Produce 

Rates in Cent $ per 100 Pounds 

Miles Minimum We1~t in Pounds 
But 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 Not 

Over Over (A) (B) #(A) (B) *(A) (B) '=-CA) (B) 

0 $ 24- 9 19 7 l6 6 16 ~ .$ 10 
~~ 10 20 8 17 7· 17 10 1.$ 11 21 9 18 8 18 ~ 1$ 20 .Z'( 12 22 10 19 9 19 20 25 28t 14 23 11 20 10 20 9 

2.$ 30 ~6i 15 24' 12 21 10 21 9 30 

~ 
17 2~ i4 22 11 22 10 

~ .31t 18· 2; ~ 11 ~ 10 
.32; 20 ~~ 15 12 11 

SO 33 ... 21 16 2$ l3 2$ 12 
$0 60 ~~~ 24 2% 17 26t i~ 26~ 51 60 70 27 36; 19 2:7~ m 70 80 3~ 30 31.t 21 

~ iA ig 80 90 ~i 32~ 22 ~l 90 100 ~ 33; 24 3 '" 19 17 
100 ll0 . tt~ m 26 31* 20 3~t 18 110 120 28 

~! 
21 32. 19 120 hlg 47 30 23 

~ 
20 

~g 49 -- ~~ ~~ 22 150 .52 -. -- 3~ 35~ 23· 
1.$0 160 ~ -- ~ 3(,.B. 28 

~ 
24-160 170 -... -. 3~ 29 2S 170 180 57 -- ~ - 30 26 180 190 $8 - 40 32 27 190 200 $9 48 -- 41 33 41 28 

200 220 60 -- 50 - 42 42 29 220 ~g 62 -- .52 tti -- fr1t .31 
~ ~~ -- ~ -- tta tts . 3.3, 280 -- -- 3$ 280 300 68 -- 59 -- $0 -- 50 37 

#- Present rates are tor m1n~um weight or 18,000 pounds. . ::. Present rates are tor minimum weight ot 24~ooo pounds • 
(A) Present rates (not applicable to cull potatOos). 
(5) Sugge~ted rates. Apply only when the ~hipPing 

document covering tho transportation shows reference to 
number~ date and the issuing orrie~ or the permit or 
di~osal order issued in connection with such shipment under 
the prOVisions or the Agricultur&l Code or the State or 
Calitornia. 
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I 

I 
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Ca."l.ccl: 

60 

Al'PLIC.1TION OF l'AR!FF-CO~ODIl'IES 

R.ltes in this tariff apply to tr~=port.,.tion of tho follo\'Jing 
coomoditio~ (Sec ~~ecption): 

Frui ts .. frc3h or groon (not cold. polek nor frozen) i 
Vegetables, fresh or groen (not cold pack nor frozen), 

inel'l:.di."'lC mU$~ooms, fresh; 
-:;.containers.. c:nptj"" seeond-hAne, rotu.""nins from ."In 

outoound paying load, of cocmocl1t1e~ tor which 
rates 3ro proV'idcd horei..'"'l or .:f'or,'/3rdod tor a. 
rotu.""n payinG load, or co=oclitieo tor which 
ra.tos arc pro-r.tdod in thi~ tariff" subjoet, to 
Note 1. 

NOTE l.-F~ehway C4rriers ~ust detormino before aecopting ship­
:n~nt that SD.id eontQ.i.'"'lers ":101"0 movod fillod a.nd arc boinC roturnod 
by tho same cf;lr:ricr or carriors to eon=ignor ot tho tillod eontain­
or~; or that contain~r:: :hippocl tor ret'lll'l'). payi."'lg loold ,:'1111, ,·then 
!'illod, movo by the same car:'ior or e"-X'rioro to tho conSiGnor of 
tho origir.zll o~pty cont4iners. ' 

EACEPrION.~tos in this ttlril'~ d~ not :1PPly to transportation 
or: 

CD.) Fro~h or greon fruits, fresh or green vegotabloo, or. mU:;h­
r~o~, ~s described hcro~'"'l) whon the point of dc:tination of tho 
shipmont is a ca.Merj", pa.cking plnnt" pG.cking sh~d,. precooling 
plant, vr.tner.y or proecssin~ P~ti nor to tho empty conta~~ors 
\l!:od or shipped out for usa in connection with such tr.:l.l'lSport.ltion .. 

(b) Citrus :f'ruit: when the point of desti.'"lAtion of the tJhip:lerlt 
is 'withi."l the to: lInsolo:: :or~y:::t.go .'I:;:e.-:\, o.s doscribed in 1fa.."limt:u:l 
Ra.tc Xa.ri'!:f' ~o. 5; 1:01" to the o::pty contai.."lors used or shipped out 
!0X' usc ~'"'l eon.'"'lection rdth such trQ.r~portAtion .. 

(c) Sugll%' boet: ','/hen tho point of dcstiMtion of thoshipmont 
is :1 boet $US3%' tactory or a railroad loading dump. 

,1':-'A* 

SH!P~~$ TO BE a.1Tm SEP.ri.RA'l'ELY 

moh ship::lont shall be rtl.ted'sopD.ra.tcly. Shipments :han not 
bo consolidAtod nor eomb~'"'lod b.r tho c~icr. Component parte o! 
split pickup or split dolivor.y shipmonts, a: defined in ItomNo. ll, 
mo.y be cocbined 'Under the provisions of ItotlS Nos. 170, and 180. 

GROSS WEIGH'! 

~tr;es e~~ll bo aS30:ced o~ the gross weieht of the shipment, 
including contain~r ici."'l~ 11' Ilny. No a.llowance swll "00 !ll~de for 
tho woight ot containors. 

------~---------------------------------------------,J 



6$ B4tos or accos~or141 charges shall not bo quo~cd or ~coscod 
by ~iors ba~ed upon a unit of metsurc~cnt d1£forcnt from that 
1.""l which th.e :ni.'"l~= rate~ and charges in thi3 tllrif! 31"0 stAted • 

.;:. Chango ) 
'::01;:* Paragraph. Cd) oliminated) Decision No. 51990 

I3sued by tho Public Uti11t1o~ Commis3ion of tho Stato of California, 
San Franc1seo~ California. 

Correction No. l78 
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Third Revised Pago •••• 30...0. 
Ca.."lccls 

$econd Revised Page ••• 30-A rmrn."tJ!:.r RATE TAA:!FF NO. 8 

I 

Itom 
No. 

!#¢e.3C4 

I .. 

SEC'J:IOI~ 1'10. 2-DlS'l'/..NC.I:; C01iLJ.O.DI',j,':t liATJ:;.S 
(In Cents .:t:lor 100 Pounds) 

:muns AND VEGETABLES, CtT.t.t, ~ubjoct to Note l. 

Lilos 
:But Not 

Ovo:, OVer 

o 
5 

10 
l5 
20 

25 
30 
35 
40 
45 

~O 
60 
70 
80 
90 

100 
110 
120 
130 
140 

150 
l60 
l70' 
180, 
190 

200 
220 
2ho 
260 
280 

5 
lO 
l5 
20 
2$ 

.30 

.3$ 
40 
45 
So 

60 
, 70 

80 
90 

100 

110 
120 
l30 
:u..O 
l$O 

l60 
l70 
180 
190 
200 

220 
21..0 
260 
280 
300 

lO"OCO 
Pounds 

9 
10 
II 
lZ 
l1J. 

lS: 
17 
18 
20 
2l 

24 
27 
.30 . 
33 
.36 

-
-

-

--

20,000 ~O,OOO 
POlmdD PO"Jrlas 

7 
8 
9 

lO 
11 

12 
13 
llJ. 
15 
16, 

17 
19 
21 
22 
21.. 

26, 
26 
,30 

--

---

-

6 
7 
8 
9 

lO 

lO 
11 
II 
12 
13 

lU 
16 
l7 
18, 
19' 

20 
21 
2.3 
2" 26 

28 
29 
30 
32 
33 

----

40,000 
Pounc!s" 

S 
6 
7 
8 
9 

9 
10 
10 
11 
12 

l3 
14 
l$ 
16 
17 

16· 
19 
20 
22 
23 

24 
2$ 
26 
27 
28 

29 
3l 
33 
35 
37 

:~OXE 1.- &:lotos apply only ':7hcn the !3hipping cOC'UmOnt covar­
ing tho tr~portation sho",'/s roi'erence to the number" dnto and 
isoui:lg oi'i'ico of tho por:lit or eis~sal ordor icouoc. ,i."l connoc­
tio~ ~~th such shipment ~"ldor tno provisions ot the Aer1cultural 
Code o£ tho State ot CQli£orni~. 

# Acldi tion ) 
o Increa.:;o ) Dcei:;ion ~ro. 51990 
($. riaduction ) 

EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER l, 1955 
I Issuoe ~.r the Public Utilities C¢1'lll:1ission of the State of· C~ifomia, 
I S::m. Fr~cisco, Ca.liforni.:l. 
I Correc-:ion ~:o. l79 


